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If now, confessedly without consideration of the intricate ques
tions involved, we provide that at a certain date the railroads 
shall be restored to the· prewar private control, then we estab
lish the private railroad interests in eyery one of these strategic 
points. The public interest should be e~tnblished in them. 
The private interests would then be compelled to unite with the 
Gowrnment in securing the enactment of n law fixing a per-
manent basis of transportation. , 

The legitimate interests of every investor under the law should 
be protected, and liberality rather than parsimony should govern 
their compensation. The Government and the people can afford 
to be liberal, they cari always afford to be liberal, but they c~n 
especially afford to be liberal in this matter, because the costs 
of the transr.ction are small compared to the immense and per
manent benefits to he derived from the correct settleill'ent of 
the question. 

To illustrate just by one ir:stancc, Boise, Idaho, in the midst 
of the sheep country, is 70Q miles nearer to th8 wool market in 
Boston than Portland, Oreg.; yet under the old private opera
tion of r oads the freight rate on wool from the wool country, 
Boise, to the wool market in Boston was $1.98 per hundred, 
while the rate from Portland, 700 miles farther away, was $1. 
The ra te on wool from Boise to Portland was 77 cents, so that 
it costs ''1.77 to ship wool from Boise to Portland, and back 
from Portland, through Boise. and on to Boston; while it costs 
$1.98 to ship direct from Boise to Boston, 1,400 miles less of 
transpol'tation. The amount that would be saved to tile people 
of vast regions in the United States· by the removal of unjust 
and inequitable discriminations of thi kind would far more 
than compensate the Nation in increased production and pros
perity and in release from unjust burdens of rate taxation for 
any cost which, whether temporarily or permanently, the Gov
ernment would be put to in taking over the control of the roads. 

I was once a member of a subcommittee investigating certain 
charges that the deYelopment of coal mines tributary to the 
Southern Railway system was suppressed by those who con
trolled its finances in the interest of northern roads in which 
they were concerned. The testimony indicated that rich coal 
fields within easy reach of southern ports by way of the South
ern Road were prevented from being developed by discrimina
tory rate . The removal of motives and opportunities for such 
manipulation of development by the private control of trans
portation-which rea.lly is a public function and agency of the 
Government itself-which would be accomplished, will be an
other compensation, with the long list of others, which far more 
than overbalance even the most liberal measure of satisfaction 
of any private claims in these highways. 

The Erie Canal is a natural regulator and reducer of freight 
rates on all transportation between the Atlantic coast and the 
great \Vest, from the North Carolina line to the Canadian 
border. 

I have that statement, which fastened itself in my mind, from 
one of the most important reprcsent'lltivcs of the railroads in 
the country, and it undoubtedly is a basic truth. Under the 
system reestablished by this committee bill, the power of the 
vast investments in railroad transportation has attacked and 
destroyed hundreds of water transportation systems, which, if 
presened, would have had effects similar to that of the Erie 
Canal. Under public control all moti\es for opposition to sup
plementary water transportation will be remoYed and, on the 
other hand, by the union of these two arms of traffic the ef
ficiency of both will be increased and tho prosperity of the 
Nation multiplied. 

To some the financing of either Government control or Gov
ernment ownership of railroads appears to be an insuperable 
obstacle. The Government ownership is not a necessary accom
paniment of Government control, and to some it is undesirable; 
but, with or without Government ownership, the Government 
financing of Government conh'ol could be effected without dif
ficulty or embarrassment, and the savings alone which would 
result from the economies incident to the consolidation of vari· 
ous conflicting systems, by a system of amortization and ~radual 
reduction of financial obligations, even though the burden of 
Government owner hip were assumed, would go far toward ex
tinguishing the debt in 50 years. 

Neither has consideration been given by tllis bill or in the 
framing or it to metl10ds, means, and organization of Govern
ment control. These details offer no insuperable obstacle. 
The appointment of as istant directors for various consoliuateu 
transportation systems, composed of what heretofore llave been 
rival and competing lines, with jurisdiction coordinate with cer
tain sections of the system, acting under the authority of the 
Director General-S'Qbject to the control of Congre~s. and with 
the assistance of the established commissions-could very readily 
be perfected into a satisfactory organization. These questions, 

however, are open for discussion and adjustment. It is not 
pretended in this bill even to consider them, and the opportunity 
for their consideration will be very much compromised by the 
preference of the committee bill. 

Now, who is in favor of the old system, other than the pri\ate 
owners of the railroads? A few pseudoconservativcs. By 
pseudoconservatiYes I mean those who by their natural con
stitutions are opposed to change of any existing institution. It 
is a false conservatism, because it is an impossible attitude. 
For many it would be a very comfortable position if it could be 
maintained. But it is futile to resist change._ Evolution is a 
law of lmman society as truly as of the rest of nature, an<l ob
struction of its course leads either to decay or Yiolence. The 
law of the survival of the fittest, in the struggles of men an1l 
nations, applies to policies of transportation as it does to every 
other es eutial activity of organized society. 

In our complicated modern state the liYes of the people. in a 
direct and literal sense, depend upon railway transportation. 
Its mismanagement or perversion for selfish private interests is 
instantaneously reflected in the economic life of the people. 

It is going far to say that a factor so vital to the welfare 
and existence of the Nation shall by this bill, at a fixed time, be 
restored to priyate control, wi_thout even an attempt at settle
ment of the mighty issues involved. 

Mr. STERLING. I send to the desk a proposed amendment 
to the pending bill, which I ask may be printed and lie on the 
table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
1\Ir. SMITH of South Carolina. 1\Ir. President, I move tllat 

the Senate take a recess until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon . . 
The VICE PRESIDEl\TT. The motion is out of order. 
1\lr. LEWIS. 1\lr. President, let me suggest to the Sena

tor--
Mr. SM:IT~ of South Carolina. I moye that the Senate take 

a r ecess, then. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. No; that motion is out- of order. 

There is a unanimous-consent agreement that on the legislative 
day of Thursday, February 21, 1918, the Senate will procee(l to 
consider this bill in a certain way. There can be no legislative 
day of February 21 if a recess is taken. 

Mr. LEWIS. l\lr. President, that is all I rose for-to remind 
the Senator that that is the situation. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of South Carolina. I moYe, then, -that the Senate 
adjourn until 11 o'cloc:k to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at [) o'clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morro"·· Thursday, Febru
ary 21, 1018, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

WEDNESDAY, Februm·y £0, 1918. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Rev. William Coudon, of Washington, D. C., offm ed the follow-

ing prayer : _ 
Rule Thou, Almighty King, over the spirit and affairs of our 

land. Add Thy fa\or to all our undertakings, both civil and 
military. Govern with the conquering power of Thy will the 
aims and work of the President and his advisers, the Congress 
of the United States, and all our Army and Navy authoritie , 
1\lay God reign that the country may live. 

Be with the officers, Members, and servants of this House in
dividually. Teach them to live as though each <1ay were to be 
their last before the night cometh when no man can work, :m<l 
yet as though each day were the beginning of an endle. s chain 
of causation, with every linked effect in which each must reckon. 

And when at last they reach the Yale of Jordan, through the 
merits of the atoning Savior land th-em as ransomed souls safe 
on Canaan's sid · 

ALd the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ and the love of Go<.l 
and the fellowship of the lioly Ghost be with us all evermore. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was rend and ap
proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend
ments to the bill (H. R. 6361) to extend protection to the civil 
rights of members of the Military and Naval Establishments of 
the United States engaged in the present wm·, had agreed to the 
conference asked for by the House, and had appointed l\Ir. On:n
MAN, Mr. FLETCHER, and Mr. NELSON as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 
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The message also announced that the Vice President bad ap

pointed Mr. FRANCE and Mr. HoLLis -members of the joint select 
committee-on t11e part of the Senate, as provided for in the act 
of J?ebruary 16, 1889, as amended by the act of March 2, 1895, 
entitled "An act to authorize and provide for the- disposition 
of useless papers in the executive departments," for the disposi
tion of u::;eless papers in the Interior Department. 

CALL Ol' THE HOUSE. 

Mr. W ALSII rose. 
The BPEAKER. For,. hat purpose does the gentleman from 

Mnssaclmsetts rise? 
M1~. WALSH. I rise to make the point of order that there is 

no quorum pre cnt. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

WALSHfmakes the point of order that there is no quorum pres
ent. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, pendirlg that, may I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks? 

The SPEAKER. You can not turn a wheel until you get a 
quorum. Evidently there is no quorum present. The -Door
keeper wm close the door . 

:Mr. I·'OSTER. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The SPEAKER. '.rhe gentleman from Illinois.. moves a call of 

the House. ' 
A call of the House was ordered. 
The SPEArillR. '.rhe Clerk will call the roll. 
The Clerk called tbe roll, and the following Members failed 

to nnswer to their names: 
Anthony Fairchild, G. W. Kehoe 
Blackmon. Flood LaGuardia 
Booher Flynn Lesher 
Britten Focht McCormick 
Brumbaugh Fulle1·, Mass. McCulloch 
Candler, Miss. Garland McKenzie 
Capstick Gould McLaughlin, Pn~ 
CarUn Gray, Ala. Magee 
Chandler, N. Y. Greene, Vt. Maher 
Coady . Gregg MiUer, Minn. 
Connelly Kans. Hamill Millf'r. Wash. 
Cooper. Ohio Harri. orr, Miss. Montague 
CostP.llo Haskell Mott 
Curry, Cal. HPfntz Nicbolls, S. C. 
Dallinger Hen ley Nolan 
Davidson Holland Oliver, Ala. 
Dooling Hollingsworth Parker, N. Y. 
Dor('mus Hood Porter 
Drukker How:u-d Pratt 
Dy<'r Hu,c;trd Price 
Engle. Johnson, S.Dak. Ragsdale 
Emerson Jones, Tex. Rayburn 

Riordan 
RodenbE'rg 
Rowland 
Sanders, La. 
Scott, Iowa 
Scully 
Sims 
Slemp 
Sterling, Pa. 
Sulllvan 
Sumners 
Templeton 
Vnrf' 
Walker 
Ward 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, La. 
Winslow 
Zihlman 

The SPEAKER. On this call 342 Members have answered to 
their names, a quorum. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mt'. Speakel"'---
Mr. KITCHIN. l\Jr. Speaker, I inovc to suspend further pro

ceedings under the call. 
Mr. DOWELL. 1\fr. Speaker, I desire to make· a motion. 
The SPEAKER. You can not make a motion until you get rid 

of this. 
Mr. DOWELL. AI1 right. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle

man from Nortll Carolina to suspend further proceetlings under 
the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Iowa rise? 
1\lr. DOWELL. I desire to mnke a motion. I move that we 

dispense with Calendar Wednesday to-day. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that we 

dispense with the business usually transacted on Calendar 
\Vednesday to-day. 

l\Jr. DOWELL. 1\Ir. Speaker, in view of the fact that we have 
under c_pn. ideration the railroad bill, which is not only im
portant to both branches of Congress, but to the entire country, 
it would seem to me we ought to proceed as rapidly as possible 
to the consideration of that bill. and it is for this rea on that I 
make the motion. I believe it should be concurred in by all 
Members of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes. 
Mr. DOWELL. I re erve the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa reserves four 

minutes. 
_ 1\tr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I trust that the motion will not 

prevail. The chairman of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce has made no such request. It was under
stood by him and by the members of the committee that no such 
motion would be made. It is well known that that motion is not 
made to take up the railroad biU, but in order to defeat the 
Buchanan statue measure, which was before the House . last-

Wednesday. :this bill, as I under tand, if it is to become a-mil· 
able at all, must be passed by March 1. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. By July. 
Mr. KITCHIN. I believe that the gentlemen who have charge 

of the Buchanan statue bill ought to have their <lay in court. 
Their day will be lost if it is dispensed with to-day, and they 
will get no more days until they get around the calendar again, 
and that will not be done again at this se ffion. 

1\fr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KITCHIN. I will. 
Mr. W .ALSH. Is it not a fact that the Director General · ot 

Railroads bas sent a letter to Members of both branches, urging -
the passage of the railway legislation without any -delay what
ever? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; and thi,s is not delaying it. Of course, 
that meant under the rules of the Honse and the general 
course of procedure llere, and they knew that yon could not 
bring in a rule to dispense with Calendar Wednesday for the 
purpose of con. idering the railroad bill. Calendar Wednesday 
must be dispensed with either by a two-thirds vote or by unani
mous con ent. 

Mr. DOWELL. In reply to the gentleman from North Caro
lina I desire to say that there are many Members of the House 
who desire to discu s the railroad bill. Under the rules they 
are not able to secure the time they desire in which to discuss 
this measure. If Calendar Wednesday is Jispenseti with every 
opportunity can be given for those who desire to present their 
views upon this question and to give it careful consideration, 
and it does 8eem to me that it is not proper to dispense with the 
consideration of the railroad bill in order to take up other 
matters at this time. I know the gentleman from North Caro
lina [Mr. KITCHIN] has frequently come to the House with the 
request that Calendar Wednesday be dispensed with in order 
that important legislation might be considered. He has always 
received not only a majority, but usually unanimous consent 
that Calendar Wednesday be dispen8ed with for that purpose. 
I know of no more important legislation than that which is 
now pending before -the House, and 1t should have immediate 
consideration. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
motion. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I believe I am entitled to the 
three minutes remaining of the five. -

The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to say in reply to the gentleman trom 

rowa [Mr. Dmn:r..L] that if be had been less eager to filibuster 
and try to defeat this bill than he is to advance the consideration 
of the railroad bill we would have been through with it -in half 
the time he ha..~ consumed. Last Wednesday, as almost every 
Member of this House knows, we discussed this bill and ad
vanced it to the stage where, after having conduded general 
debate, we might have had a ·vote on it; but some gentlemen 
suggested to me that it would be at least courteous and consid
erate of their feelings if a vote were not pressed, because some 
of them had an engagement to go to the White House, I be
lieved then, and I believe the House knows, that we had votes 
enough on the floor at that time to have passed the bill, but out 
of consideration for the 15 gentlemen \Te did not press ·it. 

One of the very eminent Members on that side of the House 
who voted against the consideration of this bill assured me that 
so far as he knew there would be no mom til ibustering againSt 
it. I tmow he would not have d~ceived me, and so be must have 
been mistaken or his followers are out of hand. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly willing to have a vot on 
the measure at once, and the vote that the t:;entleman is demand
ing on his motion to postpone could be used to either pass or 
defeat the bill. 

I submit, :Mr. Speaker, for printing in the REconn, a table 
that is a brief history of monuments heretofore erected in Wash
ington by permission of the Congresf1. Nineteen of them were 
paid for out of the Public Treasury. Fifteen were provided lJy 
the joint contribution of citizens. or associarions ·of citizens, and 
from the public moneys, \-fhile nine were provided for by citizens 
only. 

Of the 15 i:hat were paid for by joint-public and private con
tributions some are memorials to very distinguished characters. 
Among them are GarfieW, Andrew Jackson. Abraham Lincoln, 
John Witherspoon, Gen. W. T. Sherman, George. Washington, 
and Frederick the Grent. The lasr was given by the Emperor 
of Germany, and the pedestal paid for by appropriation out of 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Among the nine memorirus paid for wholly by private citi
zens we find represented the name51 of the followin~ great men: 
Lincoln, Albert Pike, Kosciusko, Benjumirr FrunkJin, and Dr. 
Samuel Gross. 

-



2392 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-. HOUSE, FEBRUARY 20, 

Statues in the public gro1t'nds, District of Columbia. 

Statue. I. Description. Location. 
I 

Date unveiled. 

. Du Pont, Admiral............ Standing...................... Dupont Circle; Massachusetts and Dec. 20, 1884 
Connecticut A venues, Nineteenth 
and P Streets NW. 

Daguerre, L. J. M ................. do ..•.•....•••••••..•..... Smithsonian Grounds ..•••••••••••••.. Set in posi-

Fanagut, Admiral.. ••••...•....... do .••...•.•.••••.••••.•... Farragut Square; SeventeenthandK 
Streets NW. 

Greene, -Gen. Nathanael. ..... Equestrian.................... Stanton Park; MaS3achusetts and 
Maryland A venues, Fi!th and C 
Streets NE. 

Garfield, President........... Si:mding...................... First Street and Maryland A \enuc 
• N.W. 

tion in 
April,1897.t 

Apr. 25, 1881 

Turned over 
totheGo\
ernmentin
formally in 
1 77. 

May 12, 1887 

Gross, Dr. Samuel D .............. do ......... ............... Smiths:mian Grounds ................. May 5,1897 

llenry, Prof. Joseph ............... do ............................. do ............................... . 

. Hancock, Gen. Winfield Scott. Equestrian.................... Hancock Place; Seventh Street and 

.Hahnemann, Dr. Samuel...... Sitting........................ E~~~?~~~~t ct'~~ela:s!iliusetts 
and Rhode Island A venues and N 
Street NW., between Fifteenth and 
Sixteenth Streets. 

Jackson, Gen. Andrew........ Equ<'strian.................... Center of Lafayette Park ..•••..••..... 

.Apr. 19,1882 

May 12,1896 

Juno 21,1900 

Jan. ,L53 

Logan, Gen. John A ............... do ......................... Iowa Circle, Vermont and Rhode Apr. 
Island A venues, and 'l'hirteenth and 
P Streets NW. 

9,1901 

Lafayette, Gen., :md compa- Standing...................... Southeast corner of Lafayette Park.... Completed in 
triots. April, 1891. 

No ceremo
nies. 

Lincoln, President ............ Standing column .............. In front of United States courthouse, About 1859 .. . 
Judiciary Square. 

Do .•.••••••••.•.......... Sitting .................••..... L~;to~a~f~~~se;~pd;~~~~~ - Elev· Apr. 14,18iG 

M~~herson, Maj. Gen. James Equestrian. ..•..•••.....••••.. M~Yft~~~~~~'(f~·~!~~~'*~enue, Oct. 1 ,18i6 

Pike, Gen. Albert .....•...... , StandinJi ...•.•••.••••..••..••. In~w.a A venue, Third o.nd D Street.s Oct. Z3, 1901 

Rochambeau ....•................ do ...........•..•..•••••... Southwest rorner Laf:lyette Park..... May 24,1902 

Rawlins, Gen. John A ............. do ........................ South of Pennsylrnnia Avenue, be-
tween Eighth and Ninth Streets 
NW.2 

Scott, Gen. Winfield.......... Eq ue5Lrbl.. ... . . .. .. .. . . . . . . . Scott Cit·cle, Mal's~husetts and Rhode 
Island Avenues, Sixteenth and N 
Streets NW. 

Thomas, Maj. Gen. George H ...... do. ....................... Thomas Circle, Massachusetts and 
Vermont Avenues, Fo'.ll-tccnth and 
M Streets NW. 

Completoo in 
November, 
187-l. (No 
formal cere
monies.) 

Turned over 
to the Go>
t>rnmentin
formally in 
1874. 

Nov. 19, 1 i9 

Washington, Gen .................. do.. ...................... Washington Circle1 Pennsylvania Ave- .............. . 
Nu~- Twenty-third and K Streets 

Barry, Comrp.odore John .... . . A granite pedestal surmounted 
by a pedestrian figure in 

Fourteenth Street side of Franklin May 16,1914 
Park between I and K Streets NW. 

Remarks . 

Cost of statue and pedestal, !20,500. Appropriated 
by Congress as follows: .Act of Mar. 3, 1831, 
$10,500; act of Feb. 25, 1882, $10,000. 

Presented to the Government by the Photo~aphic 
Association of America; unveiled in National 
Museum Aug."15, 1890. 

Cost of statue, 20,000. Appropriated by Congress, 
act of .Apr. 16 1872. 

Appro-priated by Congress: For statue act June 
24, 1$74, $40,000; for pedestal, act Mar. 3, 1 75, 
810,000. 

Appropriated by Congress; $7,EOO for statue~ act or 
Mar. 11, 1882; $30,000 for pedestal, act of July 7, 
1884; subscribed by tho Society of the Army or 
the Cumberland for statue, $25,039. 

Presented by physicians and surgeons of the United 
States; act of Congress, Mar. 2, 1895, authori~;ed 
its erection in public grounds and appropriated 
S1,500 for a pedestal. 

Cost of statue and pedestal, $15,000; appropriated 
by Congress June 1, 18$() . 

For statue and pedestal, act of Mar. 3, 1891, $10,000. 

Erected by the American Institute of Homeopathy. 
Act of Congress, Jan. 31, 1901, authorized its erec
tion in public grounds and appropriated $4,003 
for a foundation. 

Cost of statue, 832.000: act of Congress, Mar. :1,1853, 
appropriated $20,000 of the amount, and $12,000 
was paid by the Jackson Democratic Association 
of Washington, D. C. Cost of pedestal, S ,000. 
Appropriated by Congress, acts of Aug. at; 1&52, 
and Mar. 3, 1853. 

Cost or statue and pedestal, $65,000; $50,000 appro
priated by Congress, acts of Mar. 2 and 3, 1889; 
$15,000 paid by Society of the Army of the Ten
nessee. 

Cost of statue and pedestal, S50,000; appropriated 
by Congress, act o! Mar. 3, 1885. 

Erected by popular subscription by citizens of the 
District of Columbia. 

Er.ected by tho emancipated citizens of the United 
States, who su bs'"ribod 518,000 for the statue. Its 
erection in public grounds authorized by act of 
Con~r<'SS June Z3, 1 i4, which also appropriated 
$3,000 for a pedestal for tho statue. 

Cost ofsbtue, Z3,t:OO, paid by Society of the Army 
ofthe Tennessee. Costofpedestal, 25,000,appro
prhted by Congress, act of Mar. 3, 1875. 

Erected by tho Masonic Fraternity or the United 
States. Act of Con~ess, Apr. 9, 1898, authorized 
its erection in public !O'Qunds, and states its cost 
shall not be less than S10,000. 

Cost of statue and pedestal, 22,500: appropril\tej 
by Congress, net of Mar. 3, 1001, S7,500; act of Feb. 
14, 190"2, $15,000. 

Act of Congre:>S June 10. 1 72, appropriated $10,000 
for statue and act of June 22, 1874, appropriated 
$3,000 for pedestal, which last act authonzed its 
erection ion Rawlins Square. 

Appropriated by Concress for a statue, Mar. 2, 1867, 
$20,000; Joly 15, 18i'O, $15,000; for peie3tal, July 
10, 1872, $-l2,000. 

Cost of statue1 $3.5,000, paid by the Society of the 
Army of tne C'umberl nd. Cost of pede tal, 
$25,000. Appropri:ltion by Con~ress, act of July 
31, 1876. 

Cost of statue and pedestal, $50,000; uppropriatrd 
' Y C-ongress, act of Mar. 3, 1853. 

Act of June 8, 1906, provided the sum of $50,000 for 
the corutruction and erection of this statue. 

Columbus, Christopher ...... . M~~~~;No~~~~~~l· 
ing figure of Columbus on 
prow of ship. 

Union Station Plaza ................... June 8,1912 Act of :Uar. 4, 1007, appropriated $100,000 for this 
memorial. 

Stephenson, Franklin B., 
Grand Army Memorial. 

Gral)t, Gen. Ulysses S ....... . 

Granite shaft with 2 bronze 
figures, soldier and sailor, 
and bronze medallion of 
Stephenson. 

A long terrace of marble with 
the equestrian statue of Gen . 

. Grant in the center. On 
one end of this terrace there 
will be un artillery group: on 
the other a cavalry group. 

~~~~~lb~~z~~~~ian 

United States Reservation 36a, Louisi
ana A venue, Seventh and C Streets 
NW. 

Located in the east end of Botanic Gar
den Grounds at First Street west, 
between Pennsyh·ania and Mary
land Avenues. 

July 3,1903 

(Not com
pleted. In 
contempla
tion.) 

Jones, John Paul............. Standing...................... Potomac Park, at: oot of Seventeenth Apr. 11,1912 
Street Driveway. 

Kosciuszko, Gen. Thaddeus ....... do ....... : ................ On the northea3t corner of Lafayette May 11,1910 
Square. 

Longfellow, 
worth. 

Henry \'!'ads- Sttting ........................ U. S. Reservation 15u, Connecticut 
Avenue, Eighteenth and M Streets 
NW. 

May 15,1909 

Public resolution of Mar. 4, 1907, appropriated 
$10,000 for .the preparation of a site and the erec
tion of a pedestal for this memorial which was 
presented by the Grand Army of tile Republic. 

Authorized by act of Con~ess Jum 28, 190;_ which 
limits the co t to .. 240,000. The act of l'eb. 23, 
1901, provided $10,000 for procuring designs 
for the memorbl. All the archite:::tural work, 
the bronze artillery group, and the 4 bronze 
lions are in position. There remains to com
plete this memorial tho bronze cavalry groupl 
the bronze equestrian st:J.tue of Gen. Grant, ana 
tho 2 bas-reliefs for the central pedestal. 

Act of June 8, 1906, appropriated $50,000 for the 
statue and pedestal. 

Presented by the Polish-American orgnnizatiom 
and J_>eople in United States. Its acceptance and 
erection in Lafayette Park authorized by joint 
resolution of Apr. 18, 100!. 

Joint resolution of June 8, 1906, appropriated S4 ()(Y.) 
for preparation of a site and erecttou of the pedes
tal for this statue wluch was provided by the 
Longfellow National Memorial Association. 

1 The statue of Daguerre was remoYed from the National Museum and set up in the Smithsonian Grounds under permission granted by the officer in charge of Public 
Buildings and Grounds, Apr. 12, 1897. 

2 The statue of Gen. Rawlins was originally loca.ted in Rawlins Square on New York Avenue, between Eighteenth and Nineteenth Streets. By act of Congress, May 
17, 1886,l100 was appropriated for its remoml to the present location. . · 
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Statues in tlle public g1·otmds, District of Columbia-Continued. 

Statue. Description. Location. Date unveiled. Remarks. 

.. lncoln, Abraham (memorial 
to). 

McClellan, Gen. Gc:>. B .•..••• Equestrian .•••••••••••.••••.•. 

Pulaski, Gen. Count •••••••••••.••. do .•••••••••••••••••••••• • 

Peace or "Naval" Monument. Standing .••.••••••.••••..••••. 

Steuben, Baron von ...•...••...... do .•••••••••••••.•.•.•.... 

Sheridan, Gen. Philip II ..... Equestrian .•••••••••••••...•.. 

Sherman, Gen. Wm. T ............. do ..••••...•.•.•.•••.•.... 

West Potomac Park.................. (Not com· Authorized by act of Con,gress approved February 
pleted.) 9, 1911, amount appropnaLed for securlng designs, 

S50,000. Amount appropriated for construction, 

U. S. Reservation 150a, Conue-:Jticut 
Avenue, Eighteenth and N Streets 
NW. 

U. S. Reservll.tion 33, · Pennsylvania 
A venue, Thirteenth and E Streets 
NW. 

Pennsylvania A venue and First Street 
NW. 

On the northwest comer or V~Iayette 
Square. 

Sheridan Circle, Massachusetts Ave
nue anr1 ~wenty-third Street, be
tween P and Q Streets NW. 

Sherman Plaza, south of United States 
Treasury Building. 

~2,594,000. 
May 7, 1907 Authonzed by act or ·Mar. 3, 1901, s-50,000. 

May 11,1910 

Unknown ••.. 

Dec. 7,1910 

Nov. 25,1903 

Oct. 15, 1903 

Act of February 27, 19\!3, NJ,O:lJ for stat ue :md 
pedestal. 

Sundry civil act approved July 31, 1876, appropri
ated the sum of $20,00:> for comoleting the statu3 
of" Peace" and provided for the sele:!tion of a site 
on the public grounds in tho city of Washington 
for the erection of the st~tuo . It ·is undorst~:>d 
that part of tbe cost of this statu:! was defrayed by 
private subscription. 

Act of Feb. 27, 1903, $50,00J for statue and pedestal. 

Act of Mar. 2, 1899, S40,0J0; act of Mar. 3 1891, 
$10,00J for statue an:l pedestal. 

Appropriated by act or July 3, 1892, $50,000; ap
propriated by act of Mar. 2, 1 95, S30/hl!l; sub
scribed by tbe Army of the Tennessee 1or statue, 
$11,000. Addition::U am'Junts, a~ll'rega.ting $40,-
055.05, have sinca been appropriated for sub
foundation, Mosaic work, gmnite curb, improve
ments of grounds, etc. 

Witherspoon, John .....•..... Standing .•••••••••.•.•.•.•.... United States Reservation 1Wa, Con- May 20,1909 
necticut A venue, Eighteenth and N 
Streets NW. 

Public Resolution of :t.Iay 2:J, 1908, appropriated 
$4,000 for the preparation of a site and the erection 
oHhe peJestalfor this statue1 which was providej 
by the Witherspoon Memonal Association. 

"\Vebster, Daniel. ..•...•........... do ......••.•••.•.•••.•••.. West of Scott Circle; Massachusetts Jan. 18,1900 
and Rhode Island Avenues and ~ 

Presented by Mr. Stilson Hutchins to United 
States. Act of Congress, July 1, 18:18, authorized 
its erection in public grmmis and appropriatej 
$4,000 for a pedestal Cor same. 

Street NW., bet ween Sixteenth and 
Seventeenth Streets. 

Bartholdi.... •• • •••••••.••. •• . Fountain...................... Botanic Garden....................... About 1Sn ... The fount'lin was first at the Philadelphia Exposi
tion, and was sold to tho Government by the 
sculptor. Cost to the Government not known. 

Frederick II, of Germany, 
surn::u:ned "The Great." 

Standing ..••••••••...•...•.... ArmyWarCullege .....•.•.•.......... Nov. 19,1904 The st<l.tue was a gift of tho German Kaiser to the 
United States, in apprMiation of courtesies ex
tended Prince Henry of Prussia during the 
latter's nsit to thiscountryin 1902. The pedestal 
was furnished by the Cnite.i States. Act of 
Apr. 28, 1901. 

Franklin, Benjamin .•....•••..•... do ......................... Old Times Square, Pennsylvania Erected Jan. Gi \·en to the city by Stilson Hutchins, a citizen of 
Washington, D. C. A venue and Tenth Street. 1 7, 18 8 :l, 

without 
dedication. 

Mc)fillan memorial........... Fountain...................... Mc:Millan Park ...................................... . Presented to the United States l>Y citizens Gf 
Michigan. Cost of fountain, S25,000; appropri-

Millet-Butt memorial. ..•......•... do ........................ . South of White House Grounds at ........•.•.... 
northwest junction of the road 

ated, Sl5,000. Act June 25, 1910. , 
Erected by friends of Francis Davis Millet and 

Archibald Wallingham Butt, at a CQSt of $5,000. 
The sculptor and arJhitect donated their services. 
Act Aug. 2!, 1912. 

·around those ~rounds with tbe r<nd 
around the ellipse. 

Rush, Benjamin ...........•.. Standing ...•.•.•.••••••..••... 
Shepherd, Alexander R ............ do .....••.......••......•.. 

Naval Hospital Groun.ds ..............•.... . ......... 
In front of Municipal Building........ May 3, 190:l Cost 510,192. 67; de [rayed by public sabs:!ription in 

the city of Washington, D. U. 
Washington Monument ....•.• . Pyramidal shaft .............. . The Mall. .................................... . ...... . Cost $1,300,000. Corutruction started by Washing

ton National Monument Socioty and taken up in 
1876 and concluded by United States Govern-

l\!r. Speaker, I have a little time remammg, and I yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois [l\1r. MASON]. 

l\lr. l\IASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
ten<l my remarks in the REcORD in regard to the alien conscrip
tion bill reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [l\Ir. MAsoN] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD 
on the alien-slacker bill. Is there objection? 

1\fr. ·wALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, hus 
net the gentleman already obtained permission for that? 

l\II·. MASON. I t110ught I had, but I am not sure, and I wish 
to be sure, and it does not take any time to give this consent 
DOW. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. SHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Tile SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas objects. The 

question is on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
DowELL] to dispense with Calendar Wednesday. 

Mr. DOWELL. On which I demand the yeas and nays. 
'l'he yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Those in favor of dispensing with Calendar 

"\Vedne~ay will, when their names are cal1ed, answer "yea," 
tho e .opposecl will answer·" nay," and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken ; and there were-yeas 118, nays 228, 
answered " present " 2, not voting 80, as follows : 

AndersGn 

~r:~~ 
Bowers 
Browne 
Burroughs 
Campbell~ Kans. 

YEAS-118. 
Coooer. W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cramton 
Currl~_l\iich. 
Dale, vt. 
Davidson 
Davis 

Dempsey 
De;Jison 
Doolittle 
Dowell 
Dunn 
Elliott 
Ellsworth 

Elston 
Fairchild, B. L. 
Fairfield 
ll'ordney 
Foss 
Francis 
Frear 

Freeman 
French 
Fuller, Ill. 
Gillett 
Good 
Goodall 
Graham, Ill. 
Green, Iowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Hadley 
Hamilton, N.Y. 
Hamlin 
Hawley 
Helvering 
Hersey 
Hicks 
Hull, Iowa 
Ireland 
James 
Johnson, Wash. 
Juul 
Kahn 
K earns 

Alexander 
Almon 
Ashbrook 
As well 
Austin 
Bacharach 
Baer 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Barnhart 
Beakes 
Bell 
Beshlln 
Black 
Blanton 
Brand 
Brodbeck 

ment. · 

Kelly, Pa. Mott 
Kennedy, Iowa Nelson 
King Nichols, Mich. 
Knutson Paige 
Kraus Parker, N.Y. 
La Follette Platt 
L £>hlbach Purnell 
Lenroot Ramsey 
Little Randall 
Lobeck Rankin 
Longworth Reavis 
Lufkin Reed 
Lundeen Roberts 
McArthur Rogers 
McKenzie Sanders , Ind. 
McLaughlin, Mi ch.Sanders, N. Y. 
Madden ·Sanford 
Mapes Scott, Mich. 
M~eker Sinnott 
Merritt :Sloan 
Mandell Smith, Idaho 
Moores, Ind. Snell 
~organ Snyder 

NAYS-228. 
Browning 
Brumbaugh 
Buchanan 

Chandler, Okla. 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Pa. 

Burnett Claypool 
Butler Collier 
Byrnes, s. c. Connally, T ex. 
Byrns, Tenn. Connelly, Kan ·. 
Caldwell . Cooper, Ohio 
Campbell, Pa. Copley 
Cannon Cox 
Can trill Crago 
Caraway Crisp 
Carew Crosser 
Carlin Dale, N.Y. 
Carter, Mass. Darrow 
Carter, Okla. Decker 
Cary Dent 

Stafford 
Sterling, Ill. 
Stine. s 
•. 'weet 
Switzer 
Temple 
rri.lson 
Timberlake 
'l'inkham 
'.rowuer 
Ves tal 
Voigt 
Volstead 
Wa ldow 
Walsh · 
Wason 
Wheelel' 
White, Me. 
Williams 
Wood, Ind. 
"\Yoods, Iowa 

Denton 
Dewalt 
Dickin son 
Dill 
Dillon 
Dixon· 
Dominick 
Doremus 
Dough ton 
Drane 
Dupr~ 
Eagan 
Edmoniin 
Esch 
Bstopiual 
Evans 
Fa1r 
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F('RS 
Ff<'ldS 
Fisher 
l~'oster 
Gallagher 
Galli\ an 
Ganuy 
Ga.rd 
Garner 
GaiTett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex. 
Glass 
Glvnn 
Goo4'hvin, Ark. 
Gordon 
Griest 
Hamill 
llamilton, :AflclL. 
Hardy 
HarrL'>On, Va. 
Ha.Rtings 
Hrinl!en 
Hay <len 
IL'lJ'CS 
Heaton 
Heflin 
Helm 
Hilliard 
Houston 
HnddiPSton 
Hull, 'renn. 
Humphreys 
Hutchinson 
Igoe 
Jaeo ay· 
Johnson. Ky. 
Jonffi~ Va. 
Keating 
Kennedy. R~ L 
Key, Ohio 

Kiess, Pa. OveTstreet 
Kinchf'loe Padgett ' 
Kinkaid Park 
Kitchin Park:er, N.J. 
Kr iller Peters -
Langley Phelau 
Lar en Polk 
Lnza.ro Pou 
L<>a. Cal. Powers 
L e, Ga.. Price 
L<>sher Quin 
Lever Rainey 
Linthicmn Raker 
Littlepage Ramseyer 
London Rayburn 
Lont'rgan :Robbins 
Lunn Robinson 
M<"Andrews :Romj,ue 
MC'Clin tie Ro-se 
MeFadden Rouse 
McKeown Rowe 
McKinley Rnbl:!y 
McLPmore Ruek.er 
Mansfield Russell 
:M::u;on Rabath 
May 8annders. Va. 
Montague Schilll 
Moon Scott,. Pa. 
Moore, Pa. Sears 
Morin Bells 
Mu!ld . l:"lhack1efoTd 
N~>ely Shallenberger 
Nolan · Sherley 
Norton Sht>FWood 
Oldtield Shouse 
Olirer, N.Y. Siegel 
Olney Sisson: 
Osborne Slayuen 
0' "haunessy mall 
Overmyer Smith, Mich. 

ANSWERED n PRESENT "-2. 
Gray, N. ;r. Treadway 

NOT VOTING-SO. 

S'mftb~ (;.B. 
Smith, T. F. 
Snook 
Steagall 
SteeJe
Steenerson 
Stephens, Miss-. 
• 'tep~enslr.Nebr. 
Stf'rling, Ya. 
Stevenson 
Strong 
Swift 
Ta.:,uue 
Talbott 
Taylor, .Ark. 
Taylor Colo,. 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Tillman 
Van Dyke 
Venable 
Vinson 
Walton 
Watkins 
Watson ... Ps. 
Watson, Va. 
Weaver 
Webb 
Welling 
Wl>lty 
Whaley 
Whlte, Ohio 
Wilson, Tex. 
Wingo 
Wise 
Woodyard
Wright 
Young, N.Dak. 
Young,~. 
Zlhlman 

Anthony FairchiTd, G. W. Howard Prntt 
:E-la.C'kmon Ferris Bust d Rag dale 
Booher Flood Johnson, S.Dak. Riordan 
llor!a:nd Flynn Jones, Tex. Rodenberg 
Britt~·n · Focht Keboe Rowland 
Cancner, Miss. Fuller, Mass. Ke:.lley, Mich.. Sanders. La. 
Capstick Garland Kettner ~kott. Iowa 
Chandler, N. Y. Godwin, N. C. · LaGuardia Scully 
Church Gould McCormick · Sim 
Class()ll Graham, Pa.. McCulloch • Jemp 
Coady Gray, Ala. McLaughlin, Pa. Stedman 
Costello Greene-,. Vt. M.ag€e Sullivan 
Curry, Cal. Gregg Maher 8umners 
Dalllnger Harrison, Miss. Mann Templeton 
Die Haskell Martin Vare 
Dooling Heintz Miller, Mtnn. Wnlker-
Druk.ker Hensley Miller, Wash. Ward 
Dyer Holland Nicholls, S~ C. Wilson, m. 
Eagle Hollingsworth Olinr, Ala. Wilson, La. 
Emerson Hood Porter Winslow 

So, two-thirds not Qaving voted in fnvor thereof, the motion 
to dispense witb tbe business o~ Calendar \Ved.nesday was 
rejected. 

The folJowtng- pairs were n:nnonnced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. FLY N with :Mr. B.RITTEN. 
Mr. SCULLY with Mr. ANTHONY. 
1\Ir. FERRis with Mr. FuLLER of 1\!assaclmsetts. 
:Mr. STEm.rAN with Mr. GREEl"(E of Vermont. 
Mr: OLIVER with 1\lr. GEORGE \V. FAIRCHILD. 
Mr. BLACKMON with Mr. HoLLINGSWORTH. 
Mr: BooHER with Mr. TREADWAY. 
Mr. Dms with 1\Ir. CHANDLER of New York.-
1\ir. DooLING with 1\1r. DYER. 
1\!r. EAGLE With Ur. EMERSON. 
Mr. BORLAND witb Mr. FOCHT. 
Mr. CoADY with Mr. G . .c\RLAND. 
1\Ir. FLooD witb 1\Ir. GoULD. . 
Mr. GoDWIN of North Carolina with Mr. GRA:HAu of Pennsyl-

vania. 
Mr. GREGG with Mr. HUSTJID. 
Mr. HARniSON of Mississippi with 1\Ir. KEu.EY of Michigan. 
Mr. HENSLEY \Vith Mt·. CosTELLO. 
Mr. HoLLAND with Mr. DALLINGER. 
Mr. Hoon with Mr. 1\IcCur.r.ocn. 
Mr. How AIID with Mr. McLA uoHLIN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Jor-~ of Texas with 1\Ir. l\IILLEB of Minnesota~ 
Mr. KEifOE with Mr. PRATT. 
1\lr. KETTNER with Mr. RoDENBERG. 
Mr. 1\IAHER with :Mr. Rowr..AND. 
Mr. 1\IARTIN with 1\Ir. SLEMP. 

Mr. NICHOLLS of South Carolina with Mr. TEliPLETON. 
Mr. RAGSDALE with ·1\lr. McCORMICK. 
1\lr. RIORDAN With 1\Ir. WILSON of Illinois. 
Mr. SANDERs of Loui iuna with Mr~ \VmsLow. 
Mr. i:irMs with 1\lr. l\.1n.J..Im of Washington. 

Mr. SULLIVAN with 1\.Ir-, PORTE&. 
Mr. SUMNERS With Mr. H.ASJillLL, 
Mr. \V AI.Kl:R with Mr. DRUKKER. 
1\Ir. WILsoN of Louisiana with Mr. WARD. 
~fr. MAGEE (fer dispensing with C:llendal" \.Ve<lnesday) with 

Mr. CANDLER of Missis. ippi (against) . 
. Mr. TREADwAY (for dispensing witb Calenuur Wednes<lay) 
with Mr ~ BOOHER f :.tgninst). 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire. if 
the gentleman from 1\.li ouri, Ir. BooHER-, bas voted. 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 
Mr. TREADWAY~ I voted "no.'~ 1 am. paired with the gen

tleman from .Mis ouri, and would like to withdraw that vote 
and answer " pr-esent.'' 

The Clerk caHed the name of Mr. TnEA.DWAY, and he answered 
" Present," as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as nbove recorded. 
LEAVE OF ABSEN€E. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was grunted a3 fol
' lows: 

To 1\.Ir~ McLAUGHLL.v of Pennsylvania,. for the balance of the 
week, on account of illness ; and 

To d\1r. STEDMAN, for one week, on account of death in the 
family. 

STATUE OF JAMES BUCHANAN. 

M:r:.. WALSH. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose d&es the gentleman from 

Massachusetts rise1 
Mr~ WALSH. I rise to ra.i e the question of consideration. 
~Ir. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that that motion is 

cHa:tory. 
The SPEAKER. No; n Member hns the right to raise the 

question of consideration. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. It is ralpably dilatory. 
The SPEAKER. Perhaps the gentlemnn is correct. This is 

Calendar Wednesday, and the unfinished business of the House 
is House joint resolution 70, "Authorizing the erection on the 
pub.Jic grounds in the c1ty of Washington, D. C .. of a statue ot 
James Buchanan, a former President of the United States," _and 
the gentleman fi·om Massachusetts. rnises the question of con. 
sideratlon. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr~ 
Walsh) there- were 136 ayes nnd 52 noes. 

"Mr. STAFFORD. Mr .. Speaker, I make the :voint or order 
thnt no quorum voted on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chait· overrules the point ·of CTile.r be;. 
t:ause the ron can just demonstrated that a quorum is prel'ent. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaket·, I demand the yeas· and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin demands 

t.ile yeas and nays. 
The question was taken, nnd 32 Members rose in :(a Tor th-ereof. 
Mr. ·sTAFFORD. · :Mr. Speaker. I aRk for the other side. 
The other side was taken.. and 142 Members rase. . 
The SPEAKER. The ayes are 38 and the noes 142-n.ot a 

gufficlent number; and the House rrut:oma.tica11y res Jves- it.<::t>lf 
into- Committee of the Wholf' House- on the state of the Union. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr~ SHERI..EY} will take the 
ct_air temporarily until the gentleman from Kentuck-y [Mr. 
JOHNSON}. appears. 

Accordingly Uu~ House resolved itself intO> Commjttee of the 
Whore House on the state of the Union. with lli. SHERLEY in 
tl1e chair. · 

The CILU.RMAN. The Cler will report the resolution by 
title~ 

The Clerk reported tbe title of the resolution. 
The CHAIRl\1AN. General debate having bee onch1<Ied, 

the Clerk will read the re~ olution for u.mendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved etc..,. That the Chief of EnglneeTS~ Unfted States Army, be, 

antl he is hereby, authorized antl flirectt>d to grant pe-rmls Jon. to the 
trustees designated in the will of Mrs. Harriet Lane Jobns;ton !or the 
erection of a memorial to James Buchanan, a form r Pl"('aident of the 
United Statesbon public grounds of the Unitrd State in the city ot 
Washin.,aton . c. .. in the outhern portion of Mt'ridiarr l:IUJ Pa.rk, 
netwe n Flft:Penth. Six-teenth, W, and Euclid Streets NW. : Provided• 
That the design and lo<!a.tlorr of saiu memorial anll the plan for the 
treatment of the grounfis connected with tts stt:e hall be approved by 
the Commission of Fine Arts. and that the- UnltPd States shall be put 
to no expense in or by the e.rectJ.on o! saW memorial. 

1\fr. SLAYDEN. 1\Ir. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa 
[1\Ir. DowELL] was so exceedingly anxious that no time be con
sumed in the consideration of this resolution, and being sup. 
ported in his anxiety to get through to-day's work so that we 
might go to. the- consideration of the ruilro::ul bill, I desire to 

· say that, if it is agreeable here, I am willing to take a vot& 
now upon this measure. [Applause an(l erie o:f "Vote!"] 
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Mr. GILLETT. - 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Yro. 
Mr. GILLETT. W (llul<l that facilitate the taking up of the 

railroad bil1 at all? 
1\lr. SLAYDEN. Oh, ye~; I fancy it would, just as much as 

it would have fac-ilitated i t an hour ago when the gentleman 
began to filibuster. 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, no. If we had dispensed with business 
ln order on Calendar Wednesday, then we could have taken 
that up._ 

1\Ir. SLAYDEX. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time I have 
ever known so experienced and cleYer a man as the gentleman 
fi·om Massachusetts to discuss a dead and gone issue. Calen
dar Wednesday has riot been dispensed with. 

1\Ir. GILLETT. To finish this bill would simply be to bring 
up another bill that is in order on Calendar Wednesday? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes. _ 
l\1r. GILLETT. We coulu not take up the railroad bil1. 
1\Ir. SLAYDEN. 1\lr. Chairman, I move that the committee 

do now rise and report the rewlution to the Hous~ -ni th a 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 1\Ir. Chairman, I have a preferential mo
tion that I desire t o offer. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Because the gentleman n·om Wisconsin [1\Ir. 
STAFFORD] is in the way, and we all know what a help he h:: to 
hasty legislation. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle
man from Wisconsin desires- to offer a preferential motion. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I desire recognition to Jffer an amend
men~. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves that the 
comrnitt€~ do now rise and report the resolution with a favor-
able . ~commendation. . 

Mr. STAFFORD. 1\lr. Chairman, I have a preferential mo
tion that I desire to offe:·. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I move the previous question on my motion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not move the preyious 

question in the Committee of the Whole. 
l\1r. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I demand recognition to 

offer an amendment to the resolution. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will submit his amend

ment. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend

ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have reacl. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, what has become of the mo

tion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]? 
The CHAIRML"N'. The gentleman from Wisconsin claims to 

have a preferential motion, and the Chair is trying to determine 
whether it is preferential. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely wanted to suggest to the Chair 
that tlle motion to rise is a preferential motion. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The Chair can not tell untillle knows what 
the gentleman from Wisconsin is offering. The Clerk will re
port the amendment offered by the gentleman from " Ti cousin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
PagP. 1, llne 7, after the words "United States," strike out all of the 

remainder of the paragraph down to the proviso and insert " on one 
of the public reservations generally known as small-park areas, and 
which is entirely surrounded by streets in the city of Washington, 
D. C., to be selected by the officer in charge of public buildings and 
grounds and the Commission of Fine Arts." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule, but will 
hear the gentleman from Wisconsin, if he desires to be heard, 
as to his motion being a preferential motion. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I have not at my finger's 
end the authorities, but I am quite certain that there are any 
number of precedents which hold that a motion that the com
mittee do now rise and report a bill is not in order as long as 
any Member is claiming recognition to offer an amendment to 
perfect the bill that is being considered in Committee of the 
Whole. That has been the invariable rule for years in Com
mittee of the Whole. I have never known it to be invaded at any 
time. Whenever a bill is being considered for amendment in 
Committee of the Whole a motion to rise and report the bill is 
not in order when Members are claiming recognition to offer an 
amendment. This is not a mere pro forma amendment, but is an 
amendment to the resolution that is in order, and accordingly I · 
ask-recognition for that purpose. · 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. 
Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. If that contention is well 

taken, how would you ever get out of Committee of the Whole, 
as long as there was some one who wanted to offer a motion to 
amend? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Whenever a legitimate motion is made to 
amend the bill the person offering it is entitled to recognition. 
The rules of the House are predicated upon the idea that when 
a bill is referred to Committee of the Whole any germane amend
ment may be offered to the bill, ::mel opportunity must be given 
to Members to offer that amendment. This amendment is ger
mane, and I ask recognition on that ground. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Every amendment that is in 
order from the parliamentary point of view is a legitimate 
amendment, so as long as you offered an amendment to a bill that 
was in order you could never get out of Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I certainly understood that the 
Chair had already recognized the gentleman from Texas-- -

1\Ir. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas can not tnke 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania off his feet to make a par
limnentary inquiry. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is in 
order. 

Mr. LITTLE. I did not notice that the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania was on his feet. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. BUTLER. I guess I am not very large, but I am willing 
to wait until the gentleman from Kansas gets through. I under
stood that the Chair had recognized the gentleman n·om Texas 
to mo\e that the committee should rise before the gentleman 
from Wisconsin had recognition to amend the resolution. If 
that is so, all tl1e other amounts to nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas desire 
to submit a parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. LITTLE. My . inquiry was whether this bill has been 
read or not. 

·The CHAIRl\IA.N'. It has been read. 
1\Ir. LITTLE. It has been read in the Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union? 
The CHAIRl\IAN'. Yes. The Chair is ready to rule. There 

is one fundamental rn1e that underlies nearly all parliamentary 
law, and that is that the committee should have the right to 
dispose of matters most expeditiously. The committee is de
niecl no right by giving preference to the motion of the gentle
man from Texas, because if the committee desires to amend the 
bill rather than 1;eport it in its present form, it can do that by 
denying the motion of the gentleman from Texas. The Chair 
holds that the motion of the gentleman from Texas is in order 1 

and puts the question. 
The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 

ayes seemed to ha\e it. 
1\lr. · STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Th~ committee again divided; and the tellers [Mr. SL.A.YDEN 

and Mr. STAFFORD] reported that there were--ayes 132, noes 43. 
So the motion to rise was agreed to. 
Mr. GRIEST. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GRIEST. Is it in order to ask for. permission to extend 

remarks at this time? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman· from Pennsylvania asks 

unanimous consent to extend his remarks upon this resolution. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, as debate has been shut off 
I ask permission to extend my remarks on this same resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to extend my 
remarks upon this resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

l\Ir. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that privilege for the 
gentleman from Ohi-o [Mr. SHERWOOD], 'i\-hO is not present and 
who desires to extend his remarks. -

Mr. WALSH. I object to that, l\1r. Chairman. 
Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to extend my re

marks on this resolution. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. . 
Mr. SHERWOOD. 1\I:~:. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? [After 

a ·pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. WALSH. I thought the gentleman from Texas asked 

for general permission to exfend remarks. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. No; I asked for the gentleman from Ohio 

[Mr. SHERWOOD]. 
The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 

chair, the Chairman [1\Ir. SHERLEY] reported that the committee 
having had under consideration House joint resolution 70. 

.. 
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had directed him to report the s:une to the House wit'h the- rec
ommendation that it do pass. 

Reavis 
Reell 

Smith, Idaho Tilson 
Smith, Mlcb. 'l'imberlalre 

- Wheeler 
- White, lli. 

.1\Ir. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker~ on that I move the previous
question. 

Rogers 
Sandet:s, Ind. 

. Sanders, N. Y. 
Sanford 
Scott, Micll. 
Sinnott 
Sloan 

Snell Towner 
Snyder Vestal 
Stafford Voigt 
Steenerson Volstead 

Williams-
- Wilson. Ill. 
· Wood, Ind. 

The- previous que tion was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engro~sment and Stiness Waldow 

Sweet Walsn 

Woods, Iowa 
Woodyarrl 
YOtrng, N. Dak. 

W~re~~ -
The question was taken~ and the Speaker announced that the 

ayes had it. 
l\I1•. WALSH. Mr~ Speaker, I demand a division. 
The House dlviued ; and there were--ayes 143, noes 44. 
Mr. l\IADDEN. 1\fr~ Speaker, I make the point of order there 

is no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. - [After counting.l 

Two hundre(l and thirteen Members are- present. not a quorum. 
1\!r. CALDWELL. 1\Ir. Speaker-, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The- gentleman will state it. 
1\fr. CALDWELL. There are six vacancies in the House, do 

they cmmt--
The SPEAKER But there are only 213 Members here. and 

yon_ co-uld not <'Ount a quorum if you counted t}le whole <'I'Owfl 
that is missing o~ out. The Doorkeeper will close- the ~oors, the 
Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will 
caJI the roll. 

The question was taken, no-d there were--yens 217, nays, 119, 
answereu "p1·esent" 4, not voting 88, a.s follows: 

Alexander 
Almon 
Ashbrook 
A swell 
Bachat·ach 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Barnhart 
Bcl' 
Beshlln 
Black 
Blanton 
Borland 
Brand 
Brodbeck 
Browning 
Brumbaugh 
Buchanan 
Burnett 
Butler 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Caldwell 
Campbell, Pa. 
Cannon 
Can trill 
Caraway 
Carew 
Carlin 
Carter, Okla. 
Church 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Pa. 
Claypool 
Collu>r 
ConnaJiy,Tex. 
Connelly, Kan • 
Copley 
Cox 
Crago 
Crisp 
Crosser 
Dale, N.Y. 
Darrow 
Davis 
Decker 
Th>nt 
Denton 
Dewalt 
Dickinson 
Dill 
Dixon 
Dominick 
Doolittle 
Dough ton 

Anderson 
Anthony 
Austin 
Baer 
Bland 
Bowers 

~·~~·~; ... bs 
Campbe'il, Kans. 
Carter, Mass. 
Cary 
Chandler, Okla. 
Classon 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cramton 
Currie, Mich. 
Dale. Vt. 
David on 
Dempsey 

Y.NAS-217. 
Drane 
Dupre 
Eagan 
Edmonds 
Evans 
Fess 
li'isheL' 
Flood 
Foster 
F1·ancls 
Fuller, Ill. 
Gallagher 
Ga!Uvan 
Gard 
Garner 
Ga11'ett, Tenn. 
Garret;t, Tex. 
Glass 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Gordon 
Griest _ 
Hamill 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Hart·ison, Mis&. 
Ha1·rison, Va. 
IIastings 
Hayden. 
Hayes 
Heaton 
HPtlin 
Helm 
Helvertng 
H<'rrsley 
Hicks 
Hilliard 
Houston 
Huddleston 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphreys 
Hutchinson 
Igoe 
Jacoway 
John.<::on, Ky. 
Jom's, Va. 
K£>ating 
Kennedy, R.I. 
Key, Ohio 
Kie.s, Pa. 
K1nC'heloe 
Kitchin 
KrPider 
Larsen 
Lazaro 
Lea, Cal. 

Lee, Ga. 
Lesher 
Lever 
Linthicum 
Littlepage 
r~ondon 
Lonergan 
Lunn 
MeAn drew~ 
McClintic 
1\IcFudden 
McKeown 
McKinley 
McLemore 
Mansfield 
Martin. 
Mason 
Mays 
Montague 
Moon 
Moo1·e. Pa. 
Morin 
Mlldd 
Neely 
Nelon 
Nolan 
Norton 
Oldfield 
Oliver, N •. Y. 
Olney 
0 borne 
O'Shaunessy 
Overmyer 
Overstl'eet 
Padgett · 
Park 
Parker, N.J. 
Peters 
Polk 
P-ou 
Price 
Quin 
Raker 
Randall 
Rayburn 
Robbins 
Robinson 
Romjue 
Rose 
Rouse 
Rowe 
Rubey 
Rucker 
Russell 
Sabath 

NAYB-119. -
Denison 
Dillon 
Dowell 
Elliott 
Ellsworth 
Elston 
Esch 
Fairchild, B. L, 
Fairfield 
Farr 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foss 
FrPar 
Freeman 
French 
Gillett 
Glynn 
Good 
Gould 
Graham, Ill. 

Green, Iowa 
Badley 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Ham~en 
IIawley 
Hersey 
Ireland -
.Tames 
.Tuul 
Kearns 
Kennedy, Iowa 
King 
Kinkaid 
Knutson 
Krans 
La I<'ollette 
Leblbach 
Len root 
Little 

· Lobeck 
Longworth 

Saunders, Va. 
Schall 
Scott, Pa:. 
Sears 
Sells 
Shackleford 
Shallenberger 
Sherley 
ShPrwood 
Shouse 
SiPg€1 
Sims 
8lsson 
Slayden 
SmaJI 
Smith, C. R. 
Smith, T. F. 
Snoak 
Steaga1l 
Ste(>le 
Stepbens .. Mlss. 
Stepbel'ls, Nebr. 
St<•rling, Ill. 
Sterling, Pa. 
Strong 
Swift 
Tague 
~raJbott 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor. Colo.
'Tbomas 
Tbomp on 
Tillman 
Van Dyke 
Venable 
Vinson 
Walt en 
Watkins 
Watson. Va. 
Weaver 
Webb 
We-lling 
WeltY 
Whaley 
White. Ohio 
Wilson, La. 
Wih;on,Te.x:. 
Wingo 
Wise 
Wright 
Young, Tex. 

- Z1lllma.,n 

Ltrfkin 
Lundeen 
McArthur 
McKenzie 
McJ.aughlin, Mich. 
Madden 

- Mapes 
Meeker 
Merritt 
Moores,lnd. 
Morgan 
Nichol , llicb. 
Paige 
Parker, N . . Y. 
Platt 
Powers 
Pratt 
Purnell 

- Ramsey 
Ramseyer 
Rankin 

Temple Wason 
ANSWERED "PRESENT "-4. 

Graham, Pa. Gray, N.J. Langley Tread'wny 
NOT VO'TING-88. 

Ayres F erris J"obnson. Wru~b. Ragsdale · 
Bcakes Fields .Tones, Tex. Rainey 
Blackmon Flynn Kahn Rior«lan 
Booher Fuller, .Mass. Keboe Roberts 
Britten Gandy Kelley, Mich~ Rodenberg 
Candler, Miss. Garland Kelly, Pa. Rowland 
CapstlC'k Godwtn, N.C. Kettner -sander , La. 
Chandler, N. Y. Goodall LaGuardia Scott, lowa 
Coody Gray, Ala. McCormick Scully 
Costello Greene. Mass. l\IcCuJiocb Slemp 
Curry, Cal. Greene, Vt. Mcl.auglllin, Pa. Rtedman 
DalJinger Greg~ Magee Stevenson 
Dies Hamilton, N.Y. Maher Su111van 
Dooling Haskell l\Iann -sumnf'rs 
Doremus Heintz Millet·, Minn. Swrtzer 
Drukker Bo)land Miller, Wash. Templeton 
Dunn Hollingsworth Mandell 'l'inkham 
Dyer Hood Mott Vare 
Eagle Howard __ Nicholls, S.C. Walker" 

. Emerson llull, Iowa Oliver, Ala. Ward 
Estopinal Husted Phelan Watson, Pn. 
Fairchild, G. W. Johnson, S.Dak. Porter Win low 

So the joint-resolution was oruered to be engrossetl and read 
a third time. 

The Clerk announced the fol1owing additional pairs: 
On this vote : -
Mr. EsTOPINAL (for)- with Mr. E :uERSON (again.c;t). 
Mr. BOOHER (for) with Mr. TREADWAY (against}. 
:Mr. STEVENSON (for) with Mr. GREENE of Vermont (against)~ 
Mr. HoLLAND (for) with Mr. FuLLER of Mnssachusett& 

(against) . -
. Mr. C NDLER of Mississippi (for)- with 1\lr. ~IAG.EE (against). 

.1\Ir. WATSON of Pennsylvania (for) with Mr. JoHNsoN ot 
Washington (against). 

Until further notice: 
Mr. SCULLY with 1\fr. LANGLEY, 
Mr. AYERs with Mr. KELLEY of Michigan. 
1\f:r-. FERRIR with 1\fr. SLEllfP. -
Mr. KEHoE witl1 Mr. CosTELLO. 
:Mr. RIORDAN With .1\Ir. DALLINGER. 
Mr. DOREMUS with 1\fr. DuNN. 
l\!r. FIELDS with Mr. GooDALL. 
l\lr. GANDY with Mr. -GREENE of Mas achu etts. 
Mr. KELLY of -Pennsylvania with Mr. HA:HlLTON of Ne York. 
Mr. PHELAN with 1\fr. WARD. 
Mr. RAINEY with Mr. KAHN. 
1Ur. EAGLE with l\lr. ScoTT of Iowa. 
Mr. TREADWAY. :Mr. Speaker. I voteu "nay... I desire to 

withdraw the vote nnd answer "present,'• a.s I run paire(] with 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BooHER]. 

The result of the vote was announced as above ,recordeu. 
The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will 

open the doors. The Clerk will read the re~olution the tllird 
time. 

Mr. MADDEN. 1\!r. Speaker. I demand the rending of the 
engrossed resolution. _ . 

The SPEAKER. The engrossed resolution is not here. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Si>eaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

audress the House· for three minutes touching the ruling made 
by me in the chair a few minutes ago. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from ~entucky asks unani
mous consent to a.d<lress the House for three minutes on a ~:uling 
which he made. Is there objection? 

1\Ir. WINGO. Reserving the right to object, Mr; Speaker, I 
would like to inquire what effect the granting o:f this unanimous 
consent would have upon the status of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has none whateve,r. There is no engrossed 
copy of the bill here, and you can not vote on it unless there is. 

Ur. McLAUGHLIN -Of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, a pru'li-umen· 
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. _ 
, - l\Ir. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I wish to make a motion to 
recommit. 

T11e SPEAKER. The gentleman can not make a motion to 
recommit until we have a third reading of tbe bill. 

Is there objection to the request of the -gentleman from Ken
tucky? [After a pause.] The Chait· bears none. 

_ Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of tl1e House, r 
feel that I should make a statement to tbe House in view of. the 

. ruling I made as Chairman of the Committee of the Whole. The 
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gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN] made a motion upon the 
reading of the jaint resolution, which was a resolution of one 
paragraph, that the committee rise and report the bill with a 
favorable recommendation. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
STAFFORD] offered what he claimed was a preferential motion, 
namely, a motion to amend. The Chair asked the gentleman from 
Wisconsin for authority, and he stated that he was sure of his 
position, but at the moment was unable to cite the Chair to an 
auth ority. The parHamentary clerk at the desk confirmed . an 
impre sion that the Chair bud that a motion to rise and report 
the bill favorably, under the circumstances stated, was a .motion 
in order as against a subsequent motion to amend, and the Chair 
so held. 

Immediately after coming out of the chair I took occasion to 
examine the precedents, and I find that there are any number 
of precedents holding directly to the contrary. The Chair was 
wrong in his ruling. There is a decision by no less a Speaker 

' than Speaker Carlisle, and a number of decisions by Chairmen 
of Collllllittees of the Whole, holding that a motion to amend is 
a preferential motion. There is no rule now that directly bears 
upon it, although there was an old rule; but it is . held that in
asmuch as the committee is created for the purpose of con
sidering a bill for amendment that the opportunity to o'ffer 
such amendment should be given. What misled me in making 
my ·ruling was the belief t11at a committee ought to have the 
right to dispose of a matter in the most expeditious way, and 
that, if it did not de ire to amend, it could show ·that by voting 
a motion to rise and report favorably. If it did want to 
amend, it could simply vote down such a motion. I stated as 
Chairman of the c.ommi tte.e the -reason ·for such ruling. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ltiT. STAFFORD] 
had been read, so that the Committee of the Whole was thor· 
oughly advised llS to the issv e, and did, in point of fact, by its 
vote express an opinion. But I felt, in view of the ruling that 
has been· made, that I owed it to the House to make a state
ment as to my er.l,'or. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. The gentleman can see the unworkable 
position the H tmse would be put into if the ruling made by the 
gentleman should be adhered to. In the elise of bills in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union .having 
more than one paragraph ·or section, it would be the privile$e of 
Members to offer an amendment to every section except the 
last, and then the committee having the bill :i:n charge wouM be 
privileged to move to rise and repert the bill and not give 
opportunity to the House to offer an .amendment to the last · 
section. 

l\Ir. SHERLEY. I do not quite agree with the gentleman's 
reasoning, but the precedents are all against me, and I w:mt~d 
to tell the House so. [Applause.] 

1\'lr .. LITTLE. Will the gentleman _yield:? 
Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. LITTLE. Did the gentleman in hi~ reilearches discover 

any method by >vhich such error could be corrected? 
Mr. SHERLEY.. There ar:e always remedies by which errors 

can be corrected if the House desires to do so. 
Mr. LITTLE. Will the gentleman tell me how we can Temedy 

this proposition? 
Mr. SHERLEY. The House, if it desh·ed to d-o so, could by 

unanimous con..~nt vacate an order or it could do so on a motion 
to reconsider. It is only fair to state, as I have already said, 
that the ruling did not, in my judgment, prejudice anyone, be
cause the amendment of the .gentleman from Wisconsin was 

. read to the committee, and the Chair expressly stated that if 
they wanted to consider that amendment they could ~imply vote 
aown the other motion. So the committee expressed its view 
just as clearly as if the Chair had ruled right. · . 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman suggests unanimous consent 
. as th.e only remedy. 'I ask unantmow consent to return to the 
place in the bill which we had before the ruling was made. 

M.r. ·McARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
Mr. WALSH. ~1r. Speaker, the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is that the Clerk will 

report the next bill from the Committee on the Library. · 
l\Ir. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman wfil state it. 
Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. In respect to this bill for which 

demand was made for an engrossed copy, when will we vi>te 
on that? 

The SPEAKER. We will vate on it to-morrow morning. 
Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. The first thing to-moiTOW 

morning, after the other business is disposed of? 
The SPEAKER. Yes. 
1\lr. W .ALSH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to propound a parlia

mentary inquiry in connection with the reply of the Speaker to 

the. inquiry propounded by the gentleman from VirgiQia [Mr. 
SAUNDERS]. Do I understand the Speaker to hold that if the 
Hou e should adjourn to-day before the engrossed copy of the' 
resolution is received by the Clerk tl1e vote would come on the 
resolution to-morrow morning as a matter of course, and that 
a motion to recommit, or any othe-r motion which \Yould be in 
order, \vould be deferred until that time? 

The SPEAKER. You can not make a motion to recommit 
until after the third reading, and you can net have the third 
reading unless you can get the engrossed copy of the resolution. , 
Two Speakers of the House, at least-Speaker CANNON and my
self-have decided l1eretofore that when the previous question 
is ordered on a bill on Calendar Wednesday the vote shall be 
taken ThuLsday morning. I think Speaker CANNON never de
cided it but once, and everybody took it for granted that he 
was right, and I have decided it two or three times for some 
reason or other. 

-Mr. W A.LSH. But, 1\lr. Speaker, th.e previous question now 
has only been ordered on the third x:eading. 

The SPEAKER The previous question has been ordered on 
the resolution and everything else. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. .And the resolution is now up 
to th~ point of passage. . 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to aslt unanimous consent 
to extend my r2marks on this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Cha:i.r wants to make one remark that 
ought to be made. If they get that engrossed copy of the .resolu
tion in here this evening and everybody wants to vote on i.t, it can 
be voted on to-Clay. If they do not get it in here to-day, it will 
be voted on to-morrow. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. ,Speaker~ a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
1\Ir. SLAYDEN. If the engrossed copy of the resolution should 

be brought in here at any time before adjournment, I can ask 
that it be voted on then? · 

"The SPE.A.KER. That is exactly w·hat the Chair stated. 
W11en the engrossed copy is 1~eady, the Ch:rir will recogniz-e the 
gentleman from Michigan [1\Ir. McLAUGHLIN] to make the mo
tion to recommit. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I take it for granted that the 
Chair, in announcing wlmt the decision would be~ meant it 
will still be subject to a point of order and that the point of 
order can be argued to the Chair when the time arrives? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; of course. I am alwa-ys willing to 
hear argument. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. HrnY] asks unanimous con-
sent to extend his remarh-s in the REcmur-about wbat? 

Mr. HARDY. This resolution. 
The SPEA..KER. Is there objection? 
There was no o~jection. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I submit a request for unani

mous consent to extend my remarks on this resolution by prin"t
ing a table which I have had compiled in respon~ to qu-esti"Ons 
asked by the gentleman from Ma sachusetts_ [Mr. W ALBH] the 
other day. It is a table which I think will be interesting. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks on this resolution that we just 
had up. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WATSON of Virginia. 1\i-r. Speaker, I ask permission to 

extend my remarks in the RECOJ.m on this resolution. 
Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, l make the same request. 
Mr. DEW ALT. And I ma.ke the same request, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. One gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WATSON] 

and two gentlemen from Pennsylvania [Mr. STEELE and Mr. DE
WALT] ask unanimous consent to extend their remarks in the 
RECORD on thi~ resolution. Is there objectien? 

There ~as no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. MASON. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to ex
tend my remarks in the REcoRD on the alien-slacker bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rlinois asks unanimoos 
consent to extend his remarks on the alien-slacker bill. Is there 
objection? 

:Mr. SHOUSE. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas objects. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY. 
The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Texas IMr. SLAY-

DEN] any business frem his committee? · 
Mr. SLAYDEN. There are two other bills on the calendar, 

but I am told by the Clerk that they have not been there long 
enough to be called up. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the list of committees. 
The Clerk proceeded with the call of committees. 
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LO.'OE\"'ITY PAY, ARMY AND NAVY OFFICETIS. 

Mr. WEBB (when th(" Committee on the .Judiciary was called). 
' 1\fr. Speaker, as chairrunn of the Committee on the .Judiciary, 
I deRire to cn11 up the bill H. H.. 1691, known as the bill to con
fer jurisdiction ou the Cmu·t of Claims to heai,: and try certain 
lon.trevity claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it by title. 
The Clerk read as follmvs: 
A bill t H. R. 1691) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims. 
'.fhe SPEAKEH. The Hou e automatically resolves itself into 

CommHtee of the Whole House on the Rtate of the Union, with 
the gentlem~n from Kentucky [Mr . . JoHNsoN] in the chair. 

Thereupon the House resolved itRelf into Committee of the 
Whole House on the stat€' of the Union for the conRirleration of 
tbe bill (II. n. 1691) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims, 
with Mr .. JoHNSON of Kentucky in the chair. 

The CHAIRl\f.AJ.'I. ThP House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 1691, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims shall have power to 

entPr judgment upon the findings of fact herPtofore made in claims of 
offict-rs of the UnitPd StatE's Army for longPvity pay under the de
cisions of the Supr~.>tne Court of the United ~tatt>s . t:. Morto~. vol• 
ume 112, United l"tates Rt>ports. page 1 ; and United Statt-s v. Wat
twn, volume 130, Unitt>d States Reports, pagE' 80: and of the Court of 
Claim!': in Stewart v. United States, volume :14, Court of Claims Reports, 
page 553. · · 

An<l that the accounting officers of the Treasury ln. the settlement 
of claims for longevity pay and allowances on account of services of 
officers in th~> Rt>gular Army arising under section 15 of an act ap
proved July 5, 1838, Pntit!Pd ".An act to incrpase thP present Military 
Establishment of thE' United States. and for other purposE's," and sub
sequent acts atr<'cting longevity ray ancl allowances. shall cro<lit as 
service In the Army of the United Stat('S, within tht> meaning of said 
acts. all services rendert-d as a cadPt at the UnltPd Stat~.>s Military 
Academy and as an t>nlisted man or commh;slont>d officer in tht> RPgular 
and Volunteer Armit>s, in all cases in which bt-retoforP this credit was 
disallowed by a.nv such accounting officer of the Treasury. anrl no de· 
dslon of a comptroller her~.>tofore made ngaJn t · a claimant under sai!l 
section 15 shall prPciudt> a settlement under the terms of this act _where 
the claim has not been paid. 

I\Ir. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of thi~ bill is to give 
the Court of Claims jurisdiction over claims of certain officer~ 
for longevity pay, which claims were denied by •the Comptroller 
of the Treasury in the years between 1890 and 1908. All 
longevity claims for pay prior to that time have been pai1l. All 
Jongevity claims for pay after 1908 have been paid. The Supreme 
Court has ruled that they ought to be paid; that the attendance 
of those officers at the Military and Naval Academies was part 
of their .service and, as part of their service, they are entitled to 
be paid for same. Under the rulings of the comptrolle~· for the 
period between 1890 and 1908 those claims have been denied 
entirely, and the purpose of this bill is to a1low officers whose 
claims were uenie<1 during 18!:>0 to 1908 to file their claims and 
receive their pny unrter the law as construe(] by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

1\lr. BORLAND. · 1\ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WEBB. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Penn

sy lvania [~h'. GRAHAM]. 
l\1r. GRABAl\1 of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman. I ask the at

tention of the- membPr of the committee to this bill for two 
reasons-first, because of its own importance, and, second, for 
a reason that iS perhaps per~onaJ in large degree to myself. 

One of the first bills that it was my privilege to spea'k for 
and advocnte in this House was a bill offered in _ the Congress 
in .1914, which appealed to my sentiment and spirit of patriotism 
when I discovered it in our Judiciary Committee unacted upon. 
It was a bill to repeal section 3480 of the Revised Statutes. By 
,virtue of that section, passe<] immediately at the close of the 
Civil War. the soldiers of the ConfetlPracy who had been soldiers 
or commissionert officers of the Unite<l Stat(>s prior to the Civil 
War were expressly deharre<.I from preRenting their· longevity 
claims and having the same pairl. At that time, aR S'OU may re
call, there was extant in our country a spirit of harmeny and a 
desire for a greater unity. Grand Army posts in the North wer~ 
surrendering flags to Confederate posts in the South. ami lil~P
wise in. the South recognitions of courtesy were extended to posts 
in tbe North. The 1·eunion on the battle field of Getty~hurg had 
taken place, where old Yeterans who had stood in battle array 
against one another met and greeted and rejoiced in a restored 
union. The dedication of the Arlington monument harl just 
taken place. I made an appeal to this House for the pm;;sage of 
that bill, which repealed the law that deburrecl relativeR of Lee, 
Jackso-n, aml other grPat men who had figured in thP Confl?<:lerate 
Army from getting the pay that was due under the iaws of the 
United States prior to tb€' beginning of that war. I am happy 
to say that on that occasion-some of you may recall it-the 
repeal of that section of the Revised Statutes was unanimously 

. appr<JVed by this Honse. 

·But ! -discovered that In the administration of the law with 
reference to long<.>Yity claims there was a periocl. as thP chair
man of our committ€'e has explainP<.1. from 1890 to 1908. in which 
the c~aims of those m(m wh£) had served in the Uniou Army had 
either been presente<.I an,d rejPCtcd. or certninly nom~ of t.bem 
had been passed, creating a situation of inPquulity and injns· 
·. :e that, in .my opinion. ought to be -remedied. This difficulty 
arose out of a diffel'ence Gf opinion of certain autlito1·~. 'l'he 
Supreme Court of the United States having 1lecil!("(l thnt this 
claim for extra compPnsation ('overed the perio<l of gpn·Iee in 
the academy, one of the comptrollers rna<le up his mind tl.htt 
he wo-pld disregard the decision of the Supreme Com·t. nncl he 
refuse<l for a long period to permit any of tl1ese claims to he 
presented an<l paitl. Another cClmptroller came in. and he Rnid 
that the opinion of the Supreme Court was hin11ing upon him, 
nncl that he woul<l recognize these claims, but, mark you, with 
this llistinction, that all the claims that ha<l ht:>en prPRentoo 
either to the Court of Claims or to the previou~ comptroller 
would not be considererl by ·him. bec.aus..e. ns be ~al<l. tlwv were 
res j:J<licata, they ha<l been determine<], they were setth;d, ancl 
thus this injustice was wrought to tb(> mE>n whn }-;l(\ heen nk·rt 
to prove their c!a~ms but ha<l bPen met by the stubborn opposi
tion of the comptroller· who was then in power. 

8ince then I have, with the greatest possible earnestn< ss, 
attempted to have passed through our committee nn11 hv this 
House a bill to remedy this eg-regious wrong aml givE> to' thoso 
UnioQ. soldiers \Yhat we agrPe<l by the repent of that statute to 
gi,-e to the men who bad gone in to the Confederate :::en·ice: in 
other words. to relieve these Union solclierR from the ba r which 
ha<l been unri1lhteously put up against them. nntl hnv€' t)leir 
claims paid just the same as the claims uf <1rn.nt and of Lee 
and the others, whose claim!:l haYe heen presented and honored 
and settled, amnuntiri~ on the Union side to ahout ~1,000.000 
and on the Confederate 8ide, I think, to about $150.000. There 
1JI'e · still outstnnding an•l unpaid claims which nrp righteously 
due to these generals and soldiers and officers of about ~!'iOO,OOO, 
an<l there is nothing that this Nation ean (J(I that will be such 
an act of justice as to order and direct thnt theRe men or theh· 
descendants shall · now have equity an<l proper treatment, even 
at this late rtay. 

1\lr . . WALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
l\.Ir. WALSH. Does the ~entleman contend that tHis will 

cost the GoYernment on~y npproximutely a half million (]ollnrs? 
l\lr. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. I cto. That is the t•eport. 
1\lr. WALSH. And that this is to be paid only to those offi· · 

cers and soldiers who are living? 
l\lr. GRAHAI\1 of Pennsylvania. Oh, no; it ~o€'R to theit~ 

heirs, the same as the others (lid. In the other case I reC'elved 
letters from Mrs. "Stonewall" .Jackson and a numhe1· of the 
other women of the South whose clnimR were honored nnd paid. 
They were the relatives of the deceased Roldiers. So in thl • 
case t11e relatives of the deceased sohliers who have thus- heen 
barred out will be honored nncl reeognized, ancl I earnestly ask 
this committee to pass upon and npproYe this bill. · 

1\lr. 1\lcKEN~IE. If tbe gentleman bas any further time. I 
would like to ask him to explain a little hit more in ·,letail just 
where the hardship comes in from which these people sutrer. 
I do not jm~t get it. -

l\lr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvnnia. In tlle report of the com· 
mittee which I made on the bill that was up in the taRt Con· 
gress, and which tllroug:h the crush of business faile1l to pass 
at that time, I appended a fist of an the Union officerR who wero 
pnid and a list of all the officers who were in the Cnufe<lernte· 
service who have been pai<l. Now, those men hav,e been paid. 
These others are equally entitJed to be paid. but owing to cer
tain circumstances tl1eil· claims were cleharred. Now let me 
give you br·iefly a resume of the cireumstances. 

First, by a decision of the Supreme Court of the United State"' 
officers in the United Stutes Army were ullowe<l cretlit. in com· 
puting their longevity pay, for services ns ca<lets at the Military 
Acaflemy. That is the hasis of all these claims. 

Owing to the fact that the Court of Claims ha<l jurisdiction 
only of cases whPre the right of action bn!l arisen within six: 
years from the time of bringing the suit, that court \YRS closed 
so far as having jurisdiction to .render relief. Thnt nvenue wus 
not open to these people who wanted to collect theil· longevity 
pny ·un<ler the <le<"ision of the Supreme Court of the United. 
States, becaUR(> of the statute of limitation~; but the juris11IC· 
tion of the u<:counting offi<:ers in the Treasury was not bal'l'ed 
by the statute of limitations. Everyone ha<l u ri~ht to prPsent 
·his claim there. Nmv, the men who we1·e vigilant, \\'hu dill not 
sleep upon their right~. pre~nted their claimR to tbC' a<•(·ounhng 
officer in the Trea)..Ul'Y; but that gentleman. a wan f1·ou1 my own 
State, I am sorry to say, ruled tbut he wm.:ld not follow tlw ded
sion of the Supreme Court, and foL' :\ long time· llc refu!:lcd to 
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recognize any of those cl::rims. Another comptroller comes in 
and snys, " I am bound by the decision of the United Stutes Su
preme Court, und I will recognize these claims," and the claims 
were presented to l1irb, pns ·e<.I, and paid, .all except those which 
had been presented to the prior comptroller, who said they were 
barretl because they were res judicata. For that reason tlley 
were barred out. The new comptroller would not re-view the 
decision of his predecessor. 

Now, if all of the others had a right to be paid, and if alL the 
others were pai<l, ihen surely the obstinacy of this controlling 
offic~r ought not to keep these people whom he barred out from 
getting their pay. . 

1\lr. l\1cKE.NZIE. Will the gentleman yield 1 
.Mt·. GRA.HAl\I of Pennsylvania. I will. 
l\It-. McKENZIE. If. the gentleman will pardon me, as I 

um1erstand it. the longevity pay is fixeu by law in the Army, 
and the fact that a mll.Il <lid not make. application does not seem 
to me woul<l affect his rights at all. 

1\tr. GRAHAM <>f Pennsylvania. It does n<>t. 
l\f.r. Mch.""ENZIE. Did this comptroller, in rendering this 

<leci ·ion, overstep the law of the land, or did he consbme the law 
on the statute books v;•hich you are now trying to repeal? 

:riir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I am not trying to repeal 
anything. 

1\Ir. McKENZIE. 'Vell, to extend the law. 
1\lr. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. No; I am providing for the 

payment of claims unjustly barred out. 
l\Ir. MADDEN. The gentleman is trying to remedy a case 

where the vigilance of the claimant counted against hlln. 
l\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes; instead of in bis favor. 

T-here was a dispute. a debatabl~ ground, as to whether the 
period that ·a man served in the Military A.eademy was to be 
counted as servke to the United States in computing longevity 
pay. 'Ve all recognize that the highest tribunal to settle that 
que tion i"B the Supreme Com·t of the Bnited States. In the 
ca e of 1\Ior.ton ·a:gninst the. United States the· Court of Claims 
belli that the teTID "actual time of service in the Army" as used 

· in the act of 1881 covered time spent as a cadet at the Military 
Academy. 

This was appealed to· the Supr~me Court, which affirmed this dec-ision 
<>D Oetober 27, 1884 (Unit d States v. Morton, 112 U. S., 1). The Su-

pr .. m-Jr,{r::_~:ai~view of the statutes it cnn not be doubted that befo-re 
the passage of the act of July 28'. 1866, as well as afterwards, the 
Corps of Cadet of the Military Acndemy was a part of the Army of the 
United States, nnd a person serving as a cadet was serving in the 
Army, and that tilt' time during which tbe plaintltf in the pn•sent case 
was serving as n cadet was actual time of service by hlm in the Army." 

When that decision was rentle:red, then came the effort to col
lect the longevity pay, but they were met by Comptroller Gilke
son, who said, "I will not audit any of these daims," and thnt 
:stood under him and his successors from 1890 to 1908. That was 
the attitude. · 

Now, the new comptroller comes in and he permits ::Ill the 
claims presented to him to be passed and paid, except those 
which were presented to 1\fr. Gilkeson and his successors be-
1.\Yeen 18W and 1908, and which he said he would not hear or 
consider, becnn e they had been adjudicated against these pee
ple. The iniqui~' an<l unrighte<JUSness of that decision must be 
apparent to any one .of us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania has expired. 

l\Ir. WEBB. I yield to the gentleman from PennsylYania fi-v-e 
minutes more. 

lU<. ~ORTOK Will t11e gentleman yield? 
l\lr. GRAHAl\I of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
l\Ir. NORTO~ -. J'he legislation in this bil1 will affect chieily 

tho e who ha>e served in the United States Military Academy. 
There are a few cases outside. 

l\lr. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsyl>ania. I know of none outside those 
passing ·through the Military Academy. ' 

l\Ir. NORTON. It does not affect: the case of Union soldiers, 
because they have been provided for. 

l\Ie. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. It affects Union soldiers 
and no others. They were the only ones that could offer a claim 
under 1.\Ir. Gilkeson. The statute of 1866, which forbade the 
comptroller to consider any Confederate claim, was a bar to 
their claims being considered, but in 1914, as I recall, the House 
of Representatives passed a bill, in which the Senate concurred, 
repealing that section of the Revised Statutes which stood in 
the way of a Confederate officer being paid. They havE! been 
paid, and the only ones left out are the victims of tlmt unfor
tunate decision of the comptroller in this period between 1890 
and 1908. 

l\Ir. FIELDS. · In other words, if the claims filed will1 l\Ir. 
Gilkeson had been deferred until the administration of his suc
cessor, they would have been paid? 

Mr. GRARAl\I of Pennsylvania. Exactly. 

l\1r. FIELDS. And there would have been no necessity for 
any legislation. 

l\Ir. GRAHA1)1 of Peiinsylvunia. That is tn1e. 
:Mr. FIELDS. Similar claims filed under his successor were 

recognjzed and paid. · 
1\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes-; Comptroller Butler after

wards allowed the claims brought before him, passed upon them, 
and paid them, and among those that were paid were those of 
G1·ant, Rosecrans, and KiJpan·ick. 

l\fr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman yield ? 
Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsyl>ania. Yes. 
Mr. BORLAND. The function of the Court of Claims is to 

make a finding o:( facts and report to Congress. It has no function 
in this class of cases to enter judgment, but the purpose of this 
bill is to enable the Court of Claims to enter judgment. Here
tofore the Court of Claims has reported on findings of :fuct. and 
we have had an opportunity to act on the report adversely. 

l\1r. GR4illA.l\1 of Pennsylvll.Ilin. Do I understand the gentle
man to say that there has been any adverse action on the e 
c:aims, except by the comptroller? 

l\Ir. BORLAND. The gentleman's report shows tlmt this is 
the twenty-first .time that this I1as been. before Congress. 

l\1r. GRAE:A.l\1 of Pennsylvania. But not one instance when 
it was adversely reported on. 

1\:Ir. BORLAND. It has been stricken out of the general 
claims bill three times since I have been a Member of Congress. 

.1\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I can not say about that, but 
when there has been n specific consideration of it it has ne>er 
been reported against. I can r;ot understll.Ild the mental opera
tion or the attitude of anyone who would hesitate to vote for the 
payment of th e claims of these Union soldiers-claims to which 
they are entitled. 

l\fr. BORLAND. .It is not a question of the Union soldie1·, it 
applies to the graduate of ·west Point, and he may be a Union 
sol<lier or may not. It does not apply to Union soldiers, a gre::tt 
many of whom are Yolunteers. 

l\Ir. GRAHAJ\1 of Penn ylvania. I want to correct the gen
tleman's misapprehension of. the fact. The men who graduated 
from the Military Academy at West Point are the people who 
are affected by the decision of the Supreme Court. Some of 
tl1em drifted into the Confederacy. Then came the bar of the 
statute forbidding them to be paid, because of their reL'ltions 
to the Confederacy. I came in here with a bil1, and brought 
it to the attention of the House, using every e!lergy in my power 
to lift that bar in the interest of that union between the North 
and the South that my friend, sitting in front of me, ex-Speaker 
CAN oN so beautifully referred to the other day. This House 
unnnimou ·Jy agreed to remove that bar, and now I find that 
thraugh the action ·of the comptroller a certain number of men 
.have not been paiu \vho are entitleu to be paid, and I nm bending 
e>ery energy that I ha>e to correct an act of injustice and to 
make equal the claims between men, whether ·they went into the 
Confederacy or into the Union Army. [Applause.] 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GRAHA..l\1 of Pennsylvania. Yes. · 
Mr. Dllli~SON. Will the gentleman inform the House of the 

reason why this comptroller took that position, whether it wa£.1 
purely arbitrary on his part or dicl he have any precedent? 

1\lr. GRA.HAl\l of Penn~lvanin. He had no precedent. lt 
was a purely arbitrary action. . 

Mr. ROBBINS. How many compb.·oUers followed the ruling 
of Comptroller Gilkeson? He was not the comptroller during 
all of that time, was he? · . 

1\ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I can not answer that ques
tion. I can simply say that down until the time that Comp. 
troller Butler came into office that was the ruling. 

1\fr. ROBBINS. l\Ir. l\litchell seems to have been the first one. 
l\Ir. GRAHAl\1. of Pennsyl>unia. No; the fir~ was 1\fr. Gilke

son. 
The· CHAIR~.I..AN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl· 

va nia has again expired. 
l\fr. KEATING. Mr. Chnirman, I ask that the gentleman be 

given three minutes more. -
1\Ir. WEBB. l\1r. Chairman, I yield three minutes more to 

the gentleman. 
1\Ir. ROBBINS. What proportion of soldiers North and South 

that graduated at West Point will be recompensed under this 
bill? 

Mr. GRAHA.l\f_ of Pennsylvania. Under thi~ bill no one except 
those who were in the Union Army. The other bill covers those 
who had gone into the Confederacy, and they have all presented 
their claims and have been paid. This covers the unfortunate 
men whose claims were -presented when this ruling of the 
comptroller was in fo1·ce, and they were barred out by it , and 
when the next comptroller came in and r ecognized these claim~ 
he said that he would not go behind this date ; that those others 
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he con11.idered adjudicated and therefore barred out. He would 
not take them up. 

Mr. KEATINU. Mr. Chairman. will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. GRAHAM of Penn ylnmia. · YPs. 
Mr. ~-J:ATING. The gentleman has con.qtantly referred to 

the Union officers who are affected. Do I understand that only 
Fe<lernl officers in the Unite<.l State~ Army who served in the 
Civil War on the Federal side are affected by this legislation? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. They are the only ones !:hat 
are now affected. Tho!'e who served in tlle Confeuerate Army 
ha-ve been relieved by the other lPgiRiation. 

Mr. KEATI:!'\G. Do I under~tnntl the gentleman to say that 
no man who <lid not RerTe in the Union Army dm·ing the Civil 
lVar will benefit from this legi~lation? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. That is my understanding 
of the facts of thi~ case. -

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. _Cbairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Penm:yl'\"ania. Yes. 
l\lr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Sonie of the~e officers could 

not have been i-n the Union Army; since their graduation d·ates 
back to 1811 and 1812. I was wonclet·ing what bearing that 
woulu have upon the gentleman's statement. 

Mr. CHAHAM of Pennsylvania. There are no claims that 
date back thnt far that I know of. 

1\Ir. MOORE of Penns~-Ivania. The third claim on page 6-
thnt vf John J. Abert-is of a man who graduate<! from the 
1\Iilitary Academy in 1811. I find quite a number tln·oughout 
too list. They could not have ~enen in the Union Army. 

Mr. G RAHAl\1 of Penm;ylvania. Why not? 
l\1r. l\IOOHE of• Penn ylvania. Because they were probabl: 

dead. · · 
1\Jr. GRAIIAl\1 of Pennsylvania. From 1842 to ·1861? _ 
Mr. l\IOORE of Penngylvania. Here· is a man who gmdu

ate<l in 1811. He certainly could not have fought in the Union 
~·.rmy? . 

Mr. GRAHAM of Penn'5ylvnnia. He may have been in the 
Armv at that time or on the rPtired list. However. he '\'HS en
titled to his longevity pay, and hE> got it. The list you are 
readi.::1g from is the list of paid claims. 

hlr. :MOORE of Pennsylvania.. The gentlemnn wns drawing 
a distinction a between the Union aml the Confederate Armies, 
and I think properly so; but it wa pertinent to a k how that 
would apply to an officer <'f the United States graduated from 
West Point in 1811 or 1812 

Mr. GRAHAM · of PenPsyl\ania. · I refer to that solely by 
way of explaining my own personal intere!'t in this bill. and 
that, ha\ing been instrumental in removing the bar again~t 
those who went into the Confedc::wnte Army, I felt it was my 
duty to take an active part in trying to prevent a wrong which 
prevents other graduates entitled to longevity pay from being 
paid. 

1\lr. F1ELDS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. FIELDS. I think the !!entleman in his answer to the 

gentleman ' from Colorado [l\II'. KEATING] probably gave - a 
wrong impression to some, who feel that this le~slation is for 
the benefit of Union soldiers only. As I understand it, the leg
islation does not confine itself to Union soldier. alone; but the 
only ones who hrppen to be in thi~ unfortunate conuition at 
this time were "Union .soldiers. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvanfa. That is right. 
Mr. McKENZIE. l\1r. Chairman! will the gentleman yield 

again? -
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes, if I have any further 

time. 
1\lr. :McKENZIE. Tl1e gentleman has gone into this thing 

very carefully. Is he prepared to say now, in his judgment as a 
lawyer, tliat the comptroller who ruled . against these claims, 
ruled against the law, and the men who ruled in favor of them 
sustaine<l the law? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Undoubtedly; because the 
Supreme Court's decision was in favor of these claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn
ylvania bas again expired. 

Mr. \VEBB. DoeR the gentleman desire any more time? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I would like to clear up any 

doubt that exi ts in the mind of anyone. 
:Mr. \VEBB. I yield fiye minutes more to the gentleman. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
M.r .. GRAHA.l\1 of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
1\fr. CANNON. I have just_ glanced at the bill, and find the 

following language on page 2: 
Ano that the nrrounting offirers of the Treasury in the settlement 

ot claims for longevity pay and allowances on account o! services of 
officers in tht- Regular Army arising unde1· section 10 of an act approved 

~u1y 5, 1838, t'ntitled " An act to increa.E;e thP present Uilitary Estab· 
h shmen_t of thP United States. a nd for other purposes," and s u bsequent 
acts atr('ctinf Jong1>vit y pay and a.llowanc<'s, ~>hall <'l"Nlit as set·vlC'e in 
the .Army o the Un itl."d S tates, within the meaning of l'a.ld acts, all 
services rendered as a cadet at t he United Rtates Milltarv Academv 
and as an Pnllsted man or commlHsioned otli<'er tn t he Regular and 
Volunteer .ArmiPs. In all caRes m w h ich heretofore this t•redit was dis· 
allowed by any such accounting offic·er of the Treasm·y. and no dPci
sion of a comptroller herPtofore made against a claimant under · Raid 
section 15 hal1 preelude a settlement under the terms of this act where 
the claim has not been paid. 

Now, the question ln my mind is, the gentleman says it applies 
to officers. It seem~ to apply to enlisted men. 

1\lr. GRAHAM of Penn~ylvania. Yes. 
l\Ir. CA.l\11\0N. Ann certainly goes hack to 1838, and Gocl 

knows how many of these claims on the half and half or qmu·ter 
to the claimant if successful and thr~-quarters to the atturuey 
are to be opened up· for agents by the accounting nffkers of the 
Treasury. . It seems to me, being somewhnt familiar from 
ancient recollectionR with the activity of the Wa~hington claim 
agent, tlmt it is p~s ibly a bill for the l"elief of the claim agPnt 

1\Ir. GRAH.Al\1 of Pennsylvania. Well, if the gentleman says 
thnt--

l\lr. CANNON. . I say pos ibly. 
l\1r. GRAHAM of Pennsylvanin (continuing). The 1!entlemau 

ought to have some knowled~e upon the subject. hef'au~e I hnve 
introduced this bill myself into this House, ami I chnlle-u~e him 
to make any ~uch in inuntion as that with relation to myself. 
I would n9t stand it from anyone. 

M1·. CANNON. Oh, the gentleman ought not to get out of 
temper--· 

1\lr. GJtARAl\1 o{ Pennsyl'\"ania. 1\Ty reason for introducing 
thnt bill .·yas what I have told · the Members of this House, that 
I ba\e been instrumental, whether wi, ely or unwi ely, in re
moving- the bar against these men who bad been in the aC'ademy 
\Tho went into the service under the Confederate flag, and I felt it 
was simply rounding out an act of justice nnw to ta kP up the 
cudgels of those who were t11e \ictims of an error and hlun<ler in 
the mlministration of the Treasury Department of the United 
St:rtes. 

1\lr. CAJI..~ON. Wi11 the gentl~man allow me? Certain!~·. I 
hml no intention of putting the gentleman out of temper· nor clo 
I · impugn in any way his motives in any way, shape, or form. 
When he speaks of enlisted men and refers to the act of lR~S_. 
from my igLorunce, without any reflection upon the gentleman, 
from my recollection of the activities of the chtitn ngents in 
\Vnshington, I merely asked for information. whether it is uot 
probable or pos ible l:hat they will get the most of whateYer 
comes out of the Treasury, and how much iS to come· I do not 
know, and the gentleman does not seem to know. 

Mr. GUAHAM of Pennsylvania. The gentleman seems to be 
groping in the dark. 

Mr. C.A..~NON. Very likely; ·but I would like to walk in the 
light. 

!\Jr. GRA:IIAU of PennsylYunia. The gentleman hns more ac· 
quaintance with the claim agents than I have nm\ therefore 
speaks out of the fullne s of that experience, hut I wish to say 
this: When he speaks of the enliste<l mnn he must t·ememher 
that the effect of thi decision. while longevity applies to enlisted 
men, would not affect enli:ted men unless they were graduates 
o~ West Point. There is nothing in that, and the committee 
has reported what they have ascertained to be the possible total 
aggregate of payments here. And in view of the fact thut we 
have paid one set of these graduates of the academy upwanl of 
a million dollars and another set upward of $150,000. you have 
no right, morally or legally, to stop now and say you will not 
pay these men who are the victims of an improper decision. 

1\lr. WALSH. W dl the gentleman yield? 
Ur. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman from 

1\lassach u setts. 
1\lr. WALSH. I would like the gentleman to tell me how long 

a man who graduated from· the Military Acauemy in 1880 sened 
during the Civil \Vur? 

Mr. GRARAl\I of Pennsylvania. I do not know. 
. 1\Ir. WALSH. Well, the gentleman made th statement that 

this was to cover the services of men who served during the 
Civil War. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsyl'\"ania. Perhaps I may not havo been 
clear enough in my expres ion to give rieur color to what I bad 
in mjnd. :My thought is simply this, and the bill ays so. that 
those who graduated from the academy are entitlecl to this 
longevity pay.- Now, as a matter of sentiment, I referred to the 
fact that there wer(' some of those who went into the Con
federacy anu therefore co"nld not be paid on account of a certain 

· section gf the Hevised Rtatutes. That bas been repealed. l'uw. 
every graduate from the academy be-ing entit1e<l to longevity pay, 
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whv should these unfortunates have the door shut in their whether they ever serverl a day in the war or not. Th<>y nre the 
faces- . men to be benefited, and they a.re the narrow, prescribed, lim-

The CHAIRMAN. ThE> time of the gentleman has expired. ited cla~s that i~ to be benefited. 
l\Ir. BORLA.I.~D. I ask unanimous consent that the . gentle- Now. what is it they a. k? They ask that their longevity pay, 

man's time may be extended two minutes in oruer that I may which is supposed to be based on their sen'i<'e as officers of the 
ask him a question. Unite(l States, shall be dated back to eover the four years they 

,Mr. WEBB. I yield the gentleman one minute additional. were in the acauemy at Government expem~e. 
l\1r. BOHLAND. I recall the gentleman stated, in regaru to 1\lr. GRAHAM of .Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit a 

the question of the gentleman from . Colorado, that the only question? 
per ·ons affecteu by this were men who hatl erved in the Civil l\lr. BORLA1'\TD. Yes, sir. . 

· War on the Union siue anu were graduates from the acatlemy. 1\Ir. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. Are you not mistaken when 
I think possibly the gentleman may not have understoou. the you say they ask to have their periou of service datell bn<:k for 
question-- fom· years to cover the academy. in view of thE> fuct that the 

l\Ir. GRAH.A.l\1 of Pennsylvania. 1\Iaybe so. Supreme Court of the United States has <lecilled it must be 
l\Ir. BOHLAl\"'D (continuing). Because I notice in his own dated back. because when in the academy they were in the 

1·eport he giYes the list of men who graduated from the acauemy service of their country? · 
in 1 67, 1871, and 1877, aml other dates subsequent to the Civil Mr. BORLA..li\D. If they were not asking it. the hill would 
'V::n·, and it is perfectly apparent it i confined to graduates not be here. I take it. So evidently they are asking it. Some· 
of tile academy, some of whom may possibly have serveu in the bouy may have dE>Cidetl they are entitled to it under a technical 

lvil War. con~truttion of the taw, but they are asking for it, and it i, 
2\fr. GH.AHAU of Penn~ylvania. That is right. u eless to deny that. 
l\Ir. BEN.JAl\IIN L. FAIHCHILD. In the interest of 11er- l\Jr. l\IADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

fecting the gentleman's bill, I \Yould like to tlirect his attention l\lr. BORLAND. I will. -
' to line 6, page 1, of the bill, where tlle expres. ion is used· 1.\Ir. 1\lADDEN. Does the gentleman think, in view of the 

"F;upreme Court of t11e United States." Should it not be faet that the claims of those who had left the serYire of their 
"Supreme Court in the United States against l\Iorton" aml country, after, being etlucnted at West Poiut, anu gone into the 
not "Supreme Court of the United States at,ain t l\lortou "? Confe<leracy have been aujudicate(l that tho~e who stayeu oy 

Mr. GHAHA.l\1 of Pennsylvania. I have no objection at all to the tlag ought not to h:we th~ir claim adjullicateu? 
that being corrected. l\1r. BORLAND. I do not think that cle:ll'ly explain~ the 

Mr. BENJAl\IIN L. FAIRCHILD. I thought the gentleman · situation. 1\Iy recollection is that the only bar Congre.s re-
would like to have it correct. moved was the proof of loyalty, leaving the question of timE> uf 

Mr. WEBB. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 1\Iis-~ pre:o::entation the same in both cases. Tl1e fact about the mattE-r 
souri [l\Ir. BoRUND]. is that this ruling seems to have extended over a pE>riocl .of 18 

1\lr. BORLA!>.l). l\1r. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry ~·ear~. and 1 can not reconcile my idea but that the mistake was 
before I begin. the ruling of a single Comptroller of the Treasury. There couh.l 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman wilt state it. not be anything in that. 
1\fr. BORLAND. As I understand it, no one has been recog- l\1r. HUSSELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

nized for an hour in opposition to this bill. M1·. BORLAND. I will. 
The CHAIRl\lAN. 1\'o. lUr. H.USSELL. DQ I understand you to say that tf this hill 
:Mr. BORLAND. Well, may I not now a k for recognition is passed it will apply to those who have grauuated ut the 

in opposition to the bill in my own right? Military Acarlemy after four years? 
l\fr. WALSH. Is not a member of the committee entitled to l\lr. BORLAXD. Yes. 

tha't? 1\Ir. RUSSELL. Anu that they will get their pay, although 
The CHAIRMA.t~. Is the gentleman a member of tile com- they may not have served in the Army afterwanls? 

mittee? 1\lr. BORLA.t'\D. The whole milk in the coconut is to give 
l\lr. WALSH. I am. longeyity pay to tho e who happened to be educated at puhlic 
The CHAIRl\lAN The Chair will recognize the gentleman. expense in the l\Iilitary Academy and making their s2rYice 
Mr. BORLAND. In that case I will only ask for five minutes. begin when they entered the acauemy as cutlets. 
The CHAI Rl\IAN. The Chair recognizes the gE-ntleman from l\lr. PLATT. The gentleman diu not sny thnt they could 

Massachusetts [l\fr. lV ALSH] if he is opposed to the bill. po ·sibly get their pay if they went into the Military Acauemy 
1\Ir. W ALSII. Yes. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from an<l diu not go into the Army. 

Missouri [1\Ir. BonLA ND]. 1\Ir. BOHLAND. I saiu that they may have never gonE> into 
Mr. BORLAND. I am much obligeu, just the same. war. The gentleman from l\Ii~souri [l\Ir. RussELL] a. kE-d me a 
Gentlemen, this bill ought not to pass, and I regret very question, which I have distinctly answered. and that is whether 

much that the distinguished gentleman fl'om Pennsylvanja f ~Ir. tl1e longevity pay was intendro to cover their ser Tice in tile 
GR.ABAMl urges it with such vim. By the report it appears that academy. The gentleman's question was clear. 
this is ·the twenty-first attempt that has been ma<le to gPt these l\Ir. FIELDS. Under all the decisions that have been reo
longevity claims paid. I remember that they were before our dereu since the auministration of Comptroller Gilkeson the Wf'st 
Committee on Claims in this House repeatedly aml without sue- Point sen·ice bas been computed, has it not? Is it not com-
cess. They were put on a claims bill in the Senate at onP time, puted now? - _ 
which occasioned the uefeat of a large number of very meri- l\Ir. BORLAND. I do not know whether it is or not. But it 
torious · claims because the.se claims were injected into that ought not to be. · 
claims bill. And this House has universally been opposeu to l\lr. FIELPS. If it has, without going into the question of 
the payment of the e claims. whether it is right or not, if the officer whose longevity is com-

Now, let us get down to exactly what this question is. This is puteu to-uay is getting credit for that. would it not be fair and 
not confined to the Civil War, and, goodness knows, it has noth- just for those men who filed their claims within this periou to 
ing whatever to do with the enlisted man, although the act have that discrimination in justice corrected? . They werP dis
of 1838. which was referred to. of course does apply in some of criminated against as compared to the men who receive their 
its provisions to the enlisted man. longevity pay to-day. 

l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield right t11ere? l\1r. BORLAND. I will say to the gentleman that it is the 
Mr. BORLAND. Yes. . question that bas been before the Committee on Claims of this 
l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. Same gentlemen, I think, including House repeatedly, as to whether you ought to reach back to those 

the gentleman now speaking, spoke of a list of those who were men, and the Committee on Clnim8 of the House \Yere founct. 
to be paid under this bill. I have been unable to finct it. ·against it, and our House agreeu to that ruling. Now. some 

Mr. BOHLAND. It is in the back pa·rt of it. There is no men are entitled to long~vlty pay. It is not necessary to· go bacli: 
list of those that are to be paid. It is a li. t of those who have into the distant past and allow these claims to be taken up and 
been paid . . :No enlisted man has got a look-in on this biU. No presented. 
Union officer has got a lool{-in on this bill who was a volunteer 1\Ir. SAUNDERS of Vir~inia. l\fay I ask a question? I want 
officer, and the great percentage. of Union officers were. of to get at the facts. 'Vould the people to whom thi~ bill rE>Iates, 
course, volunteer officers. This is confinerl to a very narrow the beneficiaries under this bill, be entitled to · the longevity pay 
class, a few of whom may survive as offi.cers. The number of but for the decisions of the comptroller? 
surviving Union officers is very, very small at this time. But 1\Ir. BORLAND. I understand so. 
the mf'n who will be benefited by this bill are·men who have had l\Ir. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Do the dccfsions of the Su~ 

· a public education il the Military Academy of the United States, preme Court and the decisions of those comptrollers agree? · 

LVI-153 
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Mr. BORLAND. I do not .know. I have not examined the 
decisions of the Supreme Com·t. 

l\1r. SAUNDERS of Virginia. That is a pretty ·vital point. 
If, under misapprehension of the law, comptrollers have ren
dered Clecisions that were erroneous in point of law and have 
been ascertained to be such b_y virtue of the decisions of the Su
preme Court referred to by -the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. GRAHAM], ought we to allow that erroneous decision of 
the comptrollers to stand in the way of giving to people that to 
which they ure entitled under the law of the lanil? 

.l\Ir. BORLAND. I am quite sm·e that if these people have nny 
claim in law or equity against the United States they would not 
be here asking for the enactment of this bill. l think tbat is 
perfectly apparent. I do not know under what analogy tbey 
ask for it, or under what decision they refer to, but I am -con
.fident that if they had any remedy in Jaw or equity they would 
pursue it. 

l\Ir. SAUNDERS of Virginia. The rea on why I asked that 
question is thls, that the only reason why these people are asking 

· for this legislation is that they are handicapped by an errone
ous ruling of some antecedent comptroller which the present 
comptroller will not set nsi<le. 

Mr. BORLAND. I hearu the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[1\lr. GRAHMI] make that Rtatement, but I do not know the facts. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. It seems to me that is a vital 
question, wJ1ether that is so or not. 

l\fr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. BORLAND. Yes. 
l\fr. DENISON. Does the gentleman ·happen to know how 

many of these claims are now in the hands of the original 
claimants? · 

Mr. BORLAND. I have not the gho t of an idea as to how 
many of these claims are in the hands of the original claimants. 
There is no way of ascertaining even the gross amount of the 
claims. 

l\Ir. DENISON. Is there any law now in force that governs 
the collection of these claims as to ·whether· or not they can be 
assigned to other persons ? 

l'.Ir. BORLAND. -There is a law, of course, on the subject. 
The gentleman knows that the Court of Claims makes the find
ings of fact. which it submits to the Congress, but it has no 
power of rendering a judgment. It makes merely a finding of 
fact, as it ascertains the same to be in its judgment, and Con-

-gress has the complete power to approve that :finding of fact if 
it sees fit. That course was pursueu in this case and the ftnd
ing of fact was made, .and the Congress has refused to confirm 
that finding "Of fact by making the appropriation, and now it is 
proposed to give the Court of Claims the powe1· to enter judg
ment against the United .States, notwithstanding the i'act that 
the claims have been t>ending in Congress for 10 yeaTs past. 

These men have had a military education at the expense of 
the United States, costing $20,000 in round numbers to each 
man, and they were paid to take it. The United States confers 
an education free, at a cost of $20,000, to every man who is edu
cated there. It seems to me it is a strange thing in time of war 
to come in here and ask that half a milfion dollars or a million 
dollars be paid to men who have already had that advantage. 

The question to-day is, Why is West Point? When we need 
officers we have to go out and ·get volunteer officers. That is 
what happened to us in every war we have had. When we got 
this National Army we-trained 43,000 officers in training camps 
in three months. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would like to have five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is thP..re objection to the gentleman's re

quest? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BORLAND. I say we have trained 43,000 officers in . 

training camps in three months. We took the bright young men 
from your dish·ict and .from mine and sent them out there, and 
in three months' time they came out able to command this great 
army of democracy. And yet these men setting U2 these clainis 
had four years of b·aining, and some of them have never fired 
a gun in defense of the United States. 

'Ve are depending to~day upon 43,000 young Americans, who 
have had but three months' training in a training camp, to 
command our armies when we are facing the most desperate 
fight that our Government ever faced ; and here is a lot of men 
who had four years' training at Government expense, and were 
paid to take it, asking for longevity pay. I venture the asser
tion that most of tl1em never rendered any service to the 
Gon.•ruruent. · 

Mr. PLATT. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. Those 43,000 officer that the gentleman re
fers to were trained chiefly by West Point graduates, were they 
not? 

Mr. BORLAND. No; I do not say that they were chiefly 
trameu by West Point graduates. I want to call the attention 
of my friend from New York . to this fact,' that before this war· 
broke out the great majority of the officers of the line in the 
United States Army were not, West Point graduates. I will 
eall on the members of the Committee on 1\fiJitary Affairs for 
verification of that statement, that tbe majority of the oilicers 
of tbe Jine in the United States Army have never been through 
Wet Point. I have ne~er been able _to'Understand why a great 
military academy such as we have, maintained at enormous 
expense. cou1d never furnish more than a minor percentage of 
American officers in time of pence, and not furnish even a 
nucleus in time of war. The e men in the training camps were 
trained by men a majoTity -of whom had never seen West Point, 
ancl most of whom had s~rved in the National Guaru of the 
various States. 

l\Ir. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. BORLAND. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Michi

gan. 
1\lr. MAPES. Does this bill cover all graduates from the , 

academy from the time the academy was organized? 
Mr. BORLAND. Apparently~ 
l\Ir. MAPES. Who happened to have their longevit-y claims 

filed? 
Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 
1\fr. l\IAPES. And who filed their claims from 1890 to 1908? 
Mr. BORLAND. Yes; that is apparently the case. · 
Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman yield for a further question? 
Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 
Mr. MAPES. How does it happen that such a Jarge ·propor

tion of the graduates of the academy filed theiT claims during 
this time? 

l\Ir. BORLAND. I have no way of answering that, except as 
the gentleman from illinois says. There are always attorneys 
here interested in practicing before the Court of 01airns, and 
occasionally they ransack the country and get a set of claims 
and bunch them up and get them before the Court of Olaims. 
I have seen that done frequently, but I ha •e no -personal 1m owl
edge in this case. 

l\1r. I GO E. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague yield? 
l\1r. BORLAND. Yes. 
Mr. IGOE. Is it not true that the reason why they were filed 

at that time was that shortly before that the Supreme Court 
had sustained the validity of the claims? Is not that the reason 
why tl1ey were filed at that time? 

1\fr. BORLAND. I imagine that some .attorneys hau circu
lar·ized the country as soon as the decision of the Supreme Court 
was made. , 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 
l\fr. LONGWORTH. I kn~w nothing about this bill except 

what I have heard in the debate, and I do not know how I shall 
vote on it; but it seems to me the gentleman has directed his 
argument against the policy of paying this longevity to the offi
cers during the time tb~y wE.>re in West Point. I understanu the 
Supreme Court hn.s so construed tl1e law, and that other men 
have been paid under t11e same circumstances before this decision 
-of tbe comptroller, and other men have been paid since that 
decision. Now, is it fair that you should segregate a certa!n class 
and say_ that merely on account of a decision of the comptroller, 
which is apparently against the Supreme COurt, they should not 
be paid while the others are paid? 

Mr. BORLAND. That seems to be the argument that is made, 
but from my standpoint these gentlemen have no equity. FTom 
my standpoint they might stand on a strictly technical legal 
right, which I think would re a gross injustice to the Govern
ment if they did stand on it, and not a very high evidence of 
patriotism ; but if they had a strict legal right we might have : o 
pay them. But when they come 'here appealing to equity, ap
pealing to the -conscience of Congress, they have universally 
been met with a refusal, and that is what they are appealing to 
to-day. They are appealing to sentiment, to conscience and 
equity. They admit that they have not any strictly legal rJaht. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\Ir. WALSH. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 
Mr:. McKENZIE. In my judgment; the matter of longevity 

pay is a question of law, and according to this report the law of 
1870 is as follows : 

There shall be allowed and paid to each and evm·y rommissioned officer 
below the rank of brigadier general, 1ncluding chaplains and others hnv
ing assimilated rank or pay, 10 per cent of their current yearly pay for 
each and every term of five years of service. 
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Now, the Supreme Court of the United States has ruled that 

the four years spent in the Military Academy shall be counted 
as time served in the Army in_ figuring longevity pay. It seems 
to me that the law is just as plain as A, B, C, and if a man has 
fl legal claim for longevity pay, I do not see why it is necessary 
to hnve any legi~lation to enable him to get it. 

1\Ir. BORLAND. That is the whole answer to it. If there 
were any legal claim, ba ed upon a deci~ion of the Supreme Court, 
there would be no necessity of appealing to the extraortiina.ry 
powers of CongreRs to pass a claims bill. That is perfectly 
plain. Evidently they have not got a legal claim, or they would 
not be here. 

Mr. HEED. Are some of these claims to pay the heirs of 
dead men? 

Mr. BORLAND. I suppose so. I say I know nothing about 
the cla~ms except the fact that we have had them up before 
Congress in previous sessions. and there has always been a r1is
po.·ition manifested by Congress, e'tlecially by the House of 
Hepre~entatives, not to pay these claims, not to go back into the 
va t. an<l allow the:-;e claims to be drummed up against the 
Unitefl Rtates and bunched at this time. It does seem to me 
thnt if we took that pos ition in time of peace, when this Gov
ernment bad a comparatively small military bur<len upon it, 
when we might perhaps indulge this idea that Army officers 
were ~omewhat men of the rank of nobility in our country, we 
certainly <'an not take that position in time of war. A man 
who goes through 'Vest Point does not get a patent of nobility. 
He gets an education at public expense to Rerve his Nation, 
Ull(\ I have never been able to believe that he was entitled to 
any spec!nl consideration because he had an opportunity to go 
t<J West Point. Thou ·anus · of other gon<l men do not have the 
opportunity, yet when the time comes they serve their country 
ju:o;t us hrnvely nnd just aR capably u~ the men who went throu~h 
We ·t Point. They did not have the opportunity. and we ure 
just simply making discrimination in this longevity matter be
tween men who hatl a splendid opportunity to go through West 
Point, · antl to be paid for doing it, and men who served their 
country without any such indu~ement. I do not think we ought 
to make that distindion. I do not think there is any equity in 
this claim. und if there was any law on their side they would 

, not be hPre appealing to the sentiment about the blue and the 
gray. The claim ought to be defeated. [Applause.] I yield 
back the r.emuinder of· my time. 

The CHAIHl\lA.L~. The gentleman yields back two minutes. 
Mr. WERB. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

.Arkansas [l\Ir. CARAWAY]. 
1\lr. CAHAWAY. Mr. Chail~man and gentlemen of the com

mittee, I know no one will think I am unduly zealous in behalf 
of these people whose claims are now being considered before 
the House. There is no reason. political or otherwise, why I 
should espouse their cause, except a sense of . justice. I am as 
much opposed to a law that makes the service of a cadet while 
in the academy count in computing his longevity pay ns the gen
tlem:m from 1\:Iis ouri [M.r. llonLAND] eems to be. But that is 
not the que. tion we are discuRsing and has nothing to do with it. 
Any gentleman who tries to confu e the is~ue by pretending that 
we are determining whether it is wise or not to count as service 
the time a cml'et is in the academy as 3 pnrt of his service on 
which longevity pay is baRed is either himself llti. tal\:en as to the 
i. sue raised in this bill or is knowingly or othuwise deeeiving 
the committee, because the sole queRtion here involved, as any
one can soon find if be takes the trouble. to inquire. is whether 
men n·ho stand in the selfsame relation to both the law and the 
fact shall receive the same treatment. Under the act of Con
gress of 1838 for the reorganization of the Army, the question 
of whether the lonJ!evity pny of an officer in the Army should be 
based upon his service after ~n·aduatiou or should include also 
the time he spent in the academy arose. The ~.upreme Court ·of 
the Unite(] States decided that in computing his ·longevity P!lY 
the four years that be was a student in the ucademy shoul<l be 
tal{en into consideratiqn. That became the law of the· land, 
because the Supreme · Court !'aid that was the intent of Con
gress. A Comptroller of the Treasury undertook to decide that 
he was not bound by the la w-iu other words, that he was not 

· bound by a decision of the Supreme Court. All those who pre
sented their claims to prior comptrollers were paid. All those 
who presented them to this particular comptroller were denied. 
Those who presented their claims to comptrollers who came after 
him were paid. Now. the question here is simply this: Whether 
men's claim ·for compensation resting upon tbe same fn<'ts and 
u.nder the same law should be dealt with alike. Now. shall we 
recogmze as binding upon the conscience of this country an 
errc.neous ruling of a comptroller is up to us. or shall we mete 
out even-handed justice. That is the only question here in
volyed. If we want to take advantage 9f a t~cbnicality or the 

mistake of an officer of this Government, and thereby deny equal 
justice to men who have performed equal services, why, bless 
your hearts, vote against this· b1ll. If you want to put yourselves 
on record as being in favor of denying equal rights to men 
whose _claims rest upon exactly the same fal'ts an<l la\v, then 
hide behind the technical erroneous ruling of a Comptroller of 
the Treasury that was in contradiction to a ruling of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. You will accomplish that end. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. CARAWAY. Yes. 
l\1r. TILSON. Is there any question as to the ruling of that 

particular comptroller being wrong? In other words, was the 
ruling made by the other comptrollers right, in accordance with 
the deci. ion of the Supreme Court. or was this ruling of this 
comptroller wrong? 

l\lr. CARAWAY. Absolutely wrong. ThE' comptroller who 
came after, however, I think wisely decille<l that he .was not 
a court of review; that the claims pnsse<l upon by the prior 
comptroller had been settled as fHr as he \vas concerned; and 
that he could not review the decisions of the prior comptroller. 
He was acting clearly within the law. He snid that the comp
troller was wrong, as everybody knows, but that he had no 
right to reverse it, and that no one could reverse it excPpt the 
Congress of the United States. and \Ye are to decide whether 
we will do it or not. Why, a man who would avuil him~elf of 
that plea in- this matter would plead the ~tntute of limitations 
to avoid the payment of a just debt. The question is ·whether 
you want to plead a technicality to relieve the Government of 
its moral obligation. 

Mr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CARAWAY. I will. 
Mr. ·BORLAND. This bill comes from the Jurlicinry Com

mittee. Has not this exact question been presented to tho 
Committee on Claims? 

1\Ir. CARAWAY. I do not know as to that. 
1\Ir. BORLAND. Is it not within the jurisdiction of the 

Claims Committee? 
1\Ir. CARAWAY. 'Veil, I do not submit my conscience to 

the Committee on Claims any more than I rio to a Comptroller 
of the Treasury who makes a mi!'tnke. The que~tion ls whether 
it is just and right. Now I have no intere~t in it; my folk 
were all on the other side in the dispute. There is not a dollar 
going to anybody in my State .. I never henrcl of anvhotlv who 
was to profit by this legislation. but I would not deny jushee to 
the blackest nigger that ever wnlked the earth um!Pr a tech
nicality. [Laughter and applause.) And I would not permit 
my Government to do it if I could prevent it. 

l\Ir. BORLAND. I do not want the gentleman to get away 
from that question that I asked. 

The CHA.IRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
bns expired. 

Mr. WEBB. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 
Mr. BORLA~'"D. I am asking the gentleman whether it is not 

the tlniform custom for the Court of Claims to bring its findin}!s 
to Congress before the claims are pald and have them nllowetl? 
Why is it necessary that the ;rentleman's committee shoulrl bring 
in a bill authorizing the Court of Claims to enter up judgment? 

1\.Ir. CAR...t\. WAY. Anyone who understands the rules of the 
HouRe will nmlerstand why it came to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. and I will not try to enter into an explanation of the 
rules of the House. · The committee had juri diction of it. We 
believe that the country ought not to refuse to meet its legal 
obligations, unci we voted for it. · 

l\Ir. COX. Will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. CARAWAY. Yes. 
Mr. COX. If we do not pass thiR bill we punish the men who 

presented claims in their favor in time. 
1\.Ir. CARAWAY. Of course we do, and CO\er ourselves with 

infamy in doing it. [Applause.] 
l\!r. CO-X. Does n-ot the gentleman in all , incerity feel that 

there ought to be some limitation placed in the bill as to the 
amount that would be allowed attorneys? 

l\Ir. CARAWAY. T:f there is an attorney in it, I never heard 
of it. I can say truthfully that no attorney came before the 
committee, no attorney mentioned it to me. and no living soul 
has asked me to vote for the bill. I never heard of ;m attorney 
or agent or anybody else interested in it except the~e people, 
nnd they were not pushing it. It was a question that ml<lre sed 
itself to the conscience of the committee, and I voted for it. 

Mr. COX. I am not trying to impute anything to the gentle
man. 

1\Ir. CARAWAY. I understand that. I want no attorneys or · 
agents to profit by the act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
has again expired. · 
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Mr. WALSH. 1.-fr. Chairm-an, I yi~Id the gentleman from . It iss id tha.t it is con:fin d only to 'Ve (Pointers, wl1o ean take 
Illinois [Mr. 0AN"NON} 15 minutes. l.liltler this legislati(}ll, hav1ng tl1e four years in \Vest Point 

~Ir. CANNON. Mr. Cbain:rkw, I do not think I shall want eounted 101· longevity. 
all t1u1t time. but I ·want to unilerstand this bill. First, by way . ::Ur. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. That is what the Supreme 
of suggestion. no man in the Ho11se has a. greater respect fot Court said. 
the gentleman from .A.rlmusas [Mr. C.ARA.W.AYJ than I have, and Mr. CANNON. Precisely; that is what the United States 
that is :Uso- true- <>f the .,entleman from Pennsyb.ania [Mr. Supreme -court said. What does this menu? It hm·ks back 
GRATI.A.Ml. I am oot impugning the motive of arry Membe1· of I to an act of 1838. I d6 not k-now how much S1gnificance there is 
Congress, but I can not qcite agree with the gentleman from in these claims, whether they are claim that have been pen-d
Arkansas. The gentleman from Arkansas intimated that a m:m. ing or .claims tllat have been rejed.eti. \Ve find tllem in the list 
wllo irivoked the stntute of 1-imit:iti.ons was not honest. Now, , of enlisted men. Take page 2 of the bill, going to line 10-
as I understand, these pe(}p1e who were dilig~nt have not re- all services rendered as a cadet at the United States Military 
eeived their pay, but if they are entitled to anything wby do Academy-
they want legislati()n? Now, you might stop right there, if they alone nre to be 

· :Mr. MADDEN. Because they did not receive it on aeco11nt relieved; .but we find further-
of the Comp-troner · of the Treasury at that time refusing to a:nd as an. enlisted m:tn ol' commissloned officer in the Regular and 
follow the 'decision of the Supreme Court. . Volunteer A:rmie • in all caS(', in. which heretofore this credit was 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely, and lo and behold
1 

·somebody evi- di allowed by any such accounting officer of the Trea.suxy, anll no 
deds1on of a comptroller hert>tofore made against a claimant undel." 

dently g(}t the I~oislation. The Comptroller of the Treasury enid Jrection 1.5 shall preclnd a settlement uruler the terms o.r t.his 
pa eel on these claims for- a period of 10 years and rejected act where the ,daim has not been paid. 
them. That covers the whole shooting match. 

l\fr. GRAHMI of Pennsytvanm. Will the gentleman par-don .·1\Ir. GRAHAM· of Penn ylvania. No; it -does not. 
me a moment? l\lr~ CA....~ON. Then what i the use of it? 

IUr. CANNON. Yes. .' 1\!r. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. 1\lr. Chairman, will the gen• 
1\Ir. GitAHAl\I of Pennsylvania. The history is that in the tleman yield! 

beginning this longevity was not permitted to cover the pe.tiou Mr. CANNON. Pr-ecisely~ I am seeking knowledge in good 
whlle the men serve<l in the Military .A.eademy. The Supreme faith. 
Court of the United States in 1884 deeided that that nmst be Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Jnst those claims which 
counted. Then; for a period fr.om 1884 down to 1890 all these were proved before a comptroller and disali:(}wetl. They are 
claims that were presented were. paid. Th~n. from that period, easily ascertained. 
under a ruling of the Comptroller of the· Treasury, claims that Mr. C.Allo."NON. Ob, but the legislation is broader tlian. that. 
were presented to him were ruled out arbitrarily~ The next Let me read it: · 
comptroller that came in nllowed the elaims that were pre- Ana that the accounting officers o-f the Treasury in the sett1ement 
sented to him, but said that he would not review those that his ot claims for lon:gevity pay and allowances on aceount ot servic:l:'s o-t 
predecessor bad passed upon. officers in the Regular .Army aci jng under section 1.5 bf an a<·t ap-

1\ir•. CANNON. I thi'nl:-- that 1-8 the us·ual e"'•urse as to a I p:roved July 5, 1838, entitled "An act to increase tbe present 1\Iilitary 
• v- El!ltablishment of thE' Unit d States. anil for other purposes," and <aul>-

predecessor. sequent aets n.trectlng longevity pay and allowan.ces- · 
Mr. GRAH.Al\[ (Jf P~nnsylvania. But not where there has Longevity pay an<1 allowances. 

been a bl:under by refusing to foilow the decision of the S_u- 1\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Go on. 
preme Court. Mr. CANNON. It continues-

1\lr. CANNON. Yes; iu many cases that has happened, sh:ill credit as service in the Army of the United tates, within the 
where the Comptroller of the Treasmy has adjudicated, and meaning of saiil a.cts, all services rendered as a cadet at the United 
then- if nnything happen that the claims are established sub- States Military Academy. 
sequently by a decision of the ~&urt withmrt express legislation M~. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. See lrow it is narrow.ed. 
on the part of Congre s the claims that have been adjudicated Mr. CANNON. But why dtd you broaden it here! 
by the comptroller are not paid or readjudicated. The very Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Any lawyer woulu muTer-
object of the gentleman by this legislation is to get anth(}riza- stand why it was broadened there. It is a recital of those act·; 
tion, as I understand it, fo.r their adjudication. N(}W, the that is all. 
gentleman from Arkansas I am sure is not familiar with legis- Mr. CANNON. Ob, no; here is wbere the brondening 
lation had' in reeent years. After the close of the Civil _War ' -comes in-
there were a lot of claims for back pay and bounty, and they and as an enlisted man o~: commissioned officer of the Regular- and Vol· 
kept coming in and coming 1n. unteer Armies, in all eases in wilieh bel" to.for tbis credit w:rs clis~J. 

·.rhey w.e.re alljudicated, hundreds and thousands, I SUJipoSe lowed by any suc-h ac-counting offi-cer ot the Treasury-
hundreds of thousands o.f dollars, where they had not been paid, 1\!r. GRA.HA._~ of Pennsylvania. You ee it is limited again. 
and where the records showed they had not been. pa1{}'. Con- Mr. CANNON (continuinO')-
gre s in its wisdom· pa sed a statute of limitations nnu said and no decision of a comptroller heretofore made a~inst a cl:lim.ll.n t 
that after the year 1912, I tbink it was, or possibly 1913, it under said scetlon 15 shall preclude a settlement lmder the t erms or 
.(loes not make any difference, no claims should be considered this act where the claim has not b~en paid. 
thereafter filed. I have made several efforts ~J try to get rid Naw, what i the use of putting in the enli~ ted man'? 
of that act because I have a l()t of eonstituents who are old, 1\Ir. GRAB:Al\'1 of Pennsylvania. The act put it in. 
where the back pay and bounty is due th~m. bnt on aceoulrt of 1\Ir. CANNON. Did the act put it in? 
that legislation whieh has be-en had 'by Congress and within the Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Penm;ylvauia. · Yes; it is only a recital. 
last decade, there is nothing doing. I speak \Vhereof I know. :Mr. CANNON. But could the e~isted man come iu now it 
People die, the personnel of Con~ changes, we cross over, be had been rejected? 
and there come up new claims and old claims that may not have Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. N(}; unle his claim "-a ~" 
been just, with a new set of legislators, or mth the death of before the comptroller and rejected. It is limiteU to that. It : ; 
witnesses that knew they were not just, and then comes a second limHed to tho e whose credit for their ervice at the aec'1.<lemy 
trial. After all, I think there is wi dom in statutes of lim:ita- : rui.d not been accounted for, and who e claims were proved b 
tions amongst individuals, and I wish to God there was a limita- fore the comptroller. 
tion in the Constitution of the United States, 6 years or 10 years 1\!r. CANNON. But the enlisted man did n(}t have nny fmtr 
or 20 years, as theca e may be, because after claims h-ave been years at We t Point. The decision of -the Supreme Court did 
rejected time and time und time again tlley spring up frequently not cover him. 
with every·new Congress. Let me tell you what has hapPened, Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. No. Will the g~.J.tl€.lllan 
and I speak whereof I know. Take tbe contracts, for instance, pardon me for just a suggestion? 
had during the Civil War for the building of gunboats ru1d for 1\lr. CANNON. Certainly. 

i"Vices to the Government. Some of them were settl-ed and re- 1\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. The a.ct cm~ers the enli ted 
ceipts giv,en in full payment, and yet year after year and Congress men, and tllere were certain condition of service a enli.qted 
after Congress, when claims were vrese-nted for those things they · men that were allowed to be counted by the offieer when he h -
were turned down, but finally many of them were paid by (>X- came an officer. That is the general provision of tile act. but 
pres legislation. If there had been a limitation in the Consti- we recite that act simply to identify the law. Uhtler that we 
tution providing that when there was settlement once made and simply say that where the ervice at the academy ha not been 
the money was received in full payment they co-uld not be again accounted and proof made before t11e comptroll r, those elaims 
paid, that thing would not have happened. ·. shall be taken up and reconsidered as they ought to be. 

I want to say frnnkly I do not understand why this bill 1\ir. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, will the "'entleman yield? 
should pass, if it does pass, unless some of it is strieken out. I\fr. C.t\.NNON. Yes. · 



.,, , . 
1918. 

y- r, r 

Mr. PLATT. The act of 1838 provides for adUition:il pay, 
then in form of additional rations, for each five years of serv
ice "in-the Army." This was first held to apply only to the 
time of the commis ion, afterwards service in the ranks as an 
enli ted mau was counted, and tllen the question came up 
whether enlistments in the 1\li!.itary Academy-and when men 
are appointed to West Point they do enlist-should be counted 
as enlistment 

Mr. CAJ..'lNO~. Yes. 
Mr. PLATT. And that was decideu favorably by the Su

preme Court in tlle decision cited here. so that the question of 
the other enlistment in the ranks does not come in here at all. 
That was not in the Supreme Court decision. 

2405 
lish the rights of the beneficiaries of the pending resolutions. 
This tatute. has been interpreted by the Supreme C()urt of the 

· United States. It has also been interpreted by the comptrollers. 
One comptroller intet-preting it, in advance of the decision of 
the Supreme Court held that it did not operate to indude for 
the purpose of computing longevity pay the time. spent by an 
officer as a student at West Point. Later t11e Supreme Court hel<l 
that the time spent at the Milit ary Academy, was to be counted 
as a part of an officer's service in the Army. Thereupon a number 
of officers who had noted the ruling of the comptroller- excluding 
this time and therefore had never ma<;le application to have it 
considered in computing their longevity, were emboldeneti by 
this decision to subqlit their ca e to the comptroller. All of 

The declsion was merely that West Point service 
ment. 

is enlist- these applicants received longevity pay conformably to the inter

1\lr. CANNON. Tlmt could be done without covering enlisted 
men or volunteer officers; it is not necessary to cover them. 

fr. PLA'l'T. It is already covered without being in here. 
Air. FIELDS. They are already covered by the language- of 

the statute now. That only refers to the law. 
l\lr. CANNON. This language takes that act and all other acts 

subsequent. What would tlle gentleman think if I proposed to 
strike out on motion the words "and as an enlisted or commis
sioned officer in the Regular or Volunteer Armies in all cases 
in which heretofore this credit wns disallowed by any such ac
counting officer of the Treasury"? Now. it looks like, to me. 
whoever drafted this bill--

Ur. FIEI .. DS. That would be a discrimination wholly in :t'avo1· 
of tlle West Point man. 

Mr. CAi'\TNON. Well. 
Mr. FIELDS. If under the law some man was entitle<l to this 

longevity pay who had served a certain time as nn enli!)-ted man, 
he is being di criminated against under the law that is now on 
the statute books. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I had supposed from reading this bill 
and what has been said about it that the people who were to be 
relieved were those who had been denied four years in the Mili
tary Academy. 

Mr. GRAHAM ·of Pennsylvania. That is right-by the comp
troller. · 

Mr. CA.l\TNON. The gentleman says that is right-by the 
comptro11er. It seems some have been allowed. What is the 
USE" of spreading it beyond that? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. It does not go beyond that_ 
If the gentleman \vill permit an interrogation, I wonld I:ke to 
quote from a letter from the Secretary of War, Newton D. Baker. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tirre of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GH.AHAM of Pennsylvania. May I have a minute just 

to make this inquiry? 
Mr. WALSH. I yield the gentleman from Tilinois one minute. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I quote from the letter of 

Se<>retary of War Baker-: ' 
The question of conntlng cadt>t s~l'Vice and service as enlisted men 

arose some years ago, and the then Comptroller of the Treasmy ruled 
that service as a cadet at West Point was not considered service in 
the Army. The matter finally reachE'd the Supreme Court, and on 
March 11, 1889, that body ventnrro a decision that-

.. Cadets at West Point were always part of the Army, and that 
servk~ as a cadf't was always actual service ln the Army,'' etc. 

It apppars that the claims of all of thosf' offif'ers which were presented 
prior to 1908 were disallowed, bnt that tbe offieers who pr('1;ented Men
tical claims after another decision of thP aSl'ltstant comptroller in May, 
1908, had their (']alms allowed · and paid. The prest:-nt Comptroller of 
the Treasury declares bimself powerless to reopen such claims. no mat
ter bow jus t they may be, unle!;S authorlzt:-d hy Congrel'l to do so. 

Accordingly, I have the honor to recommend that ·suitable legh;latlon 
be enacted authorizing the Comptroller of the Treasury to reopen the 
claims of all -officers who are entitled to longevity pay under the act 
cih~ . 

pretation of the statute established by the Supreme Court. The 
officers WhO had gone before the COID]JtroiJer prior to the uecision, 
and whose applications had been rejected, thereupon sought to 
. ·ecure tlie benefit of_ the same decision. by presenting their cases 
anew to the comptroller. What happened to these officers? 
Wlly, the comptroller beld in substance, that he was not con
trolled or affected as to these cases, by anything that the Su
preme Court had done, or any ruling that it had made, in inter
preting the statute-that even if this court did hold that the 
ruling of antecedent ~omptrollers on the precise point presented 
was erroneous, and that service at West Point was to be con
sidered in computing longevity pay, the comptrollers were a law 
unto themselves, and he would not undertake to reverse the 
antecedent ruling, but would 'reject the new applications, sub: 
stantially on the ground. that the matter was res judicata. But 
the same comptroller who rejected thE" claim of an officer on 
this ground passed the ·claims of other officers· whose cases, 
on the merits, were precisely those of the first officer, differing 
only in that they had neT"er been presented to a comptroller, and 
therefore never had been rejected under an admittedly errone
ous construction of t11e basic ·tatute. 

:Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I will. 
Mr. GREEN- of Iowa. I do not think the- comptrollers went 

quite that far. But they simply said they would not sit a· a 
court of appeals under the decision. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. The effect was the same. 
Mr. ·GREEN 1Jf Iowa. The effect was the same. 
Mr. SAUNDF..RS of Virginia. If we agree upon the effec-t, 

there is no occasion to concern ourselves over verbal distinctions:, 
or differentiations. What does the pending bill propose to do? 
In this conneetion I will refer to a statement made, I believe, 
by the gentleman from Missouri fMr. BORLAND J as follows: .. If 
these people have any rights under the law, why do they not go 
to the courts? Why do they come- to Congress with this biB? •• 
The answer to these queries l~ very simple. These claimants 
can not o-o to the Court of Claims for the reaB<m the time has 
expired within which they crinld sue in the Court o:f Claims. 
They ean go to the comptroller. but this step Y.'Ould not avail 
tbern for the reason that the comptroller will not consider their 
applications. on the ground that the action of a fo:rmer comp
troller rejecting their claims, even if that action was error, 
renders their case, res judicata. In suhstanee this high and 
mighty Tl·easury offidal announces that even though the Su
preme Court has construed the statute contrariwise- to the view 
taken by antecedent comptrollers he prefers to follow those ·comp
trollers, in preference to a decision of our greatest court of last 
resort. Hence the intended beneficiaries of this bfil are barred 
in both forums. This statute simply declareS that the Court 
of Claims shall have jurisdiction to entertain the- claims of offi
cers who are entitled to the benefit of the decision of the Supreme 

Nlf'IVTON D. BAKER. Court, but who have been debarred therefrom by the rulings of 
Secrerorv of War. one or more comptrollers. The statute migl1t fairly be denomi-

Very respectful1y, 

Mr. CANNON. Now, the gentleman's bill goes further-- nated a statute to make a decision of the Supreme Court effe<:-
Mr. GRAHAM o~ PennsylvRilia. It does not go a step beyond tual against an opposing ruling of a comptroller. 

that. _ Should the beneficiaries of this bill bring themselves. upon 
Mr. CANNON. Then I think I do not nndeJ.·stand the English the facts, \vithin the benefit of this decision of the Supreme 

lan~uage. I have already read it twice and shall, when oppor- Court construing a statute- which is the basic law for these 
tunity offers, propose an amendment to strike out the language cases then they will secure the same longevity pay which other 
from lines 11 to 17. inclusive. officers upon the- _same state of facts have secured, no more, no 

Mr. 'VEBR Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- less. The merits of the ease preSented for th~e claimants is 
man from Virginia [Mr. SAUNDERS]. manifest. On the one hand is a deci ion of the Supreme C01lrt 

1\Ir. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, if I correctly announcing that the statute relied upon by these claimants, in
apprehend the facts of this case and I think I do. then the merits eludes the time spent at West Point by a student. as a part of 
of the pending proposition are beyond controversy. _It is often his Army service. and should be considered in computing Ion
said that the diligent man ought to be rewarded for his dill- gevity pay. On the other hand, are the decisions of one or 
gence, but according to the history of this case it is the sloth- more comptrollers construing the same statute, and holding 
ful who have been reworded, while the dili~ent have been pun- that time spent at We t Point should be excJudecl in computing 
tshed. Tbe committee ought to have in mind that tlie statute this pay. It should not be difficult to determine which ruling 
which determined the rights of the men who have received should be the determining authority. · 
lvngcvity pay ls the same statute wbicb. 1s relied upon to estab- · ·llr. TILSON. 'Viii the gentleman yield? 
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I\Ir. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. TILSON. 'Vhat does the gentleman have to say as to 

the purpose or effect of those words to which the gentleman 
from Illinois [1\fr. CANNON] called attention to in lines 11 and 
12 on page 2 : · 

And as an enlisted man or commissioned officer in the Regular and 
Volunteer Armies. 

Can he state whether this add"' anything or whether it would 
subtract anything from the bill? 

Mr. SAUNDERS of ~irginia. I will refer the gentleman to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM], who has dis
cessed that phase of the situation very fully. 

l\1r. TILSON. I was called out of the House at the moment, 
and I did not hear it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. In reply to a query by the 
gentleman from illinois [Mr. CANNON] th~ gentleman from 
Pennsylvania answered very fully the questiOn now asked by 
the gentleman from Connecticut. This bill affords a relief to 
which its intended beneficiaries are very plainly entitled. These 
officers are asking for nothing but what others standing on the 
same footing as themselves have long since received. They are 
askino- for something that should be accorded to them as a 
matte~· of right. They are not suppliants asking bounty or 
seeking a voluntary donation. They were diligent in presenting 
their claims and, by an erroneous ruling of a comptroller, have 
been punished for their diligence. In contravention of the ac
cepteu rule of action, the slothful in this case have been re
warded for their slothfulness. 

Mr. 'VEBB. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Kentucky [Mr. FIELDS]. 

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated, and well 
stated that we are not considering the justice or injustice of 
allowi~g the service of four years in West Point in arriving at 
the !'>ngevity pay. That has been settled by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. I am frank to say that I think that law 
was \Yrong and that a law should never have been passed allow
in"' this four years' service to be computed. But that law was 
pa~sed and the Supreme Court of the United States held that 
it \VaS valid. 

Now that law was passed upon by the Supreme Court in, 
1884 a~d for 10 years thereafter those claimants who presented 
their claims to the Comptroller of the Treasury received pay
ment of them. All claims were not filed at the same time. 
They continued to file them, and in 1890 Comptroller Gilkeson, 
a new comptroller who came in at that time, reversed the de
cision of his predecessors and, we might say, the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and during his tenure 
in office he refused to pay these claims. After he went out of 
office the claims continued to come to the comptroller and his 
successor reversed his (Gilkeson's) ruling, and said that the 
claims were valid, and that he,- acting upon the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, would pay them, though 
he did not have the right to review those claims that had been 
filed during the tenure of his predecessor and were passed upon 
or rejected by him. So those are the claims that this legisla
tion proposes to relieve. 

1\fr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question there? 

ltlr. FIELDS. Yes. 
l\fr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Does the Judiciary Committee 

know how many of these claims there are and when the claims 
were pressed before the Auditor of the Treasury? 

Mr. FIELDS. I will say to the gentleman I am not a mem-
ber of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I thought the gentleman .was. 
l\Ir. FIELDS. I am a member of the l\1ilitary Committee. 
l\lr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I can find nothing in the report. 

It does not mention the number of the claimants. 
l\Ir. GRAHAM: of Pennsyh·ania. It summarizes the amount. 
l\1r. FIELDS. The number does not affect the equity of the 

claims. If A, B, and C were claimants upon an equal footing 
and A filed his claim prior to the administration or the tenure 
in office of Comptroller Gilkeson, and his claim wns paid, and 
C filed his claim after the service of Comptroller Gilkeson, and 
his claim was paid, can we take advantage of B, who filed his 
claim before Comptroller Gilkeson, whose decision conflicted 
with the decisions of both his predecessor and successor and 
the decision of the Supreme Court? 

l\1r. BORLAND. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\!1·. FIELDS. I yield. 
l\fr. BORLAND. Does the gentleman agree with the posi

tion of the distinguished lawyer from Arkansas [1\ir. CARAWAY] 
that Co-ngress ought to rectify erroneous decisions ·of Federal 
courts, and that every time a · judge is wrong Congress ought to 
sif as a court of appeals and set him right? 

1\Ir. FIELDS. Well, I have seen some decisions that I t'bGnght 
Congress ought to show its disapproval of. 

Mr. BORLAND. Does not the gentleman think injustice has 
often been shown to claimants? 

l\Ir. FIELDS. I will say that this bill, if enacted into law, 
will only put the decisions of all Comptrollers in line with the 
decisions of the Supreme Court. 

l\ir. WEBB. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield . three minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN]. 

l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. l\Ir. Chairman, I would like to have 
had a little more time than that, but possibly I can get through 
in three minutes. 

I am enfu·ely opposed to longevity pay on account of service 
in the Military Academy, but that is not the question now before 
the House. l\Iy vote upon that is foreclosed, and the vote of a 
large number of the l\lembers of this House is foreclos2d , by 
their previous action. Some four years ago, I think it wns, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM], who has pre
sented this bill, introduced a bill which permitted certain offi
cers who had been in the service of the Confederacy as well to 
present and have allowed their claims for longevity pay of this 
character under the same statute. The bill passed this House, 
as I remember, without a dissenting vote, at that time. It 
allowed exactly the same kind of claims. No. possible reason 
could be given for allowing those claims that could not be given 
for allowing these that we have before the House at this time, 
and possibly some reasons might have been urged why those 
claims should not be allowed which would not operate against 
the claims we are now considering. 

l\Ir. HELM. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. HELM. Is there anything in the language of this bill 

that gives the volunteer officer and the private soldier the same 
status that the Supreme Court of the United States gave the 
'"Vest Point cadets? · 

1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. I have only three minutes and I can 
not go outside, if the gentleman will pardon me, and into that 
question. . 

I want to say a word further with reference to the bill that 
was. before the House on the other occasion. At that time the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [l\1r. GRAHAM] made a most elo
quent speech in favor of it-a speech, I might say, that is one 
of the classics of the CoNGREssroN ,U, REcoRD-and unless my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. BoRLAND] is prepared to say now he 
was entirely carried away by the eloquence of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, so that he hardly knew what he was doing 
at the time, I am unable to see how he can consistently vote 
against this bill. I take it, the gentleman was present on that 
occasion, as he is one of the most diligent Members of the 
House and always attending to business here. 

Now, just a word further in reference to the statute of limita
tion. Without carrying the argument as far as the gentleman 
from Arkansas [l\Ir. CARaWAY) went, I will say the principle 
of the statute of limitations has no application to this situation 
whatever. We apply the statute of limitations because we say 
if a man is not diligent and dQes not present his claim within a 
reasonable time, we have a right to presume that his claim is 
not just. That is the principle upon which the statute of lirfiita
i:ions is founded. That is the legal principle upon which it 
rests. But in this particular case, from the extraordinary cir
cumstances that have arisen, a man who was diligent in pre
senting his elaim early is debarred from presenting it novi, and 
having it allowed, and others who put off the presentation of 
their claims until such a time when, if at all, the statute of 
limitations ought to apply, ~vere permitted to present them and 
have their claims paid, and they were paid. 

l\fr. GARRETT of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? I want to ask a question for information. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. 
l\Ir. GARRETT of Texas. I understood the "'entleman to say 

that the claims that had be~n filed prior to 1890 had been paid. 
1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. As I understand the situation, there 

were three sets of decisions with reference to this matter by 
different comptrollers. The early comptrollers ruled that these 
·allowances ought to be paid. Then came in other comptrollers 
who ruled ·that they ought not to be paid ; aml then came in n. 
third and last set, after tho decision of the Supreme Court, and 
who were in accord with its decision and who admitted that these 
claims ought to be paid, but said that they ought not to sit as 
a court of appeals on the decisions of their predecessors. The 
result was that the later comptrollers paid new claims that 
were presented to them, but refused to pay the claims that we 
are now considering, holding that they were adjudicated by their 
predecessors. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentteman fro.m Iowa hal 
expired. 
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Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the- : Mr: LONDO~. l'.tr. Chn:i:rman,. willi tile: gentleman. yfehl? 

gentleman from Iowa. [MrL TowNER]:.. J.\.frL PLATT. Yes. 
The CHAIPJ.fAN. Tire gentlen:mn: born IOwa.· is recognized : J.\.11·: LOND{)N. I was trying- to finu out wlrot. longevity pay. 

for three minutes. is and what i _the nature ef the cl::tim. 
Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman:, too prinCl.ple in this; bill Mr. PLATTL A.s- I _unda·stn:nu,. every offieer a:t the enll et 

which Congress will have to determine is simply whether or not five> years gets an addition oi 1(} per cent :rs- longe-v.ity pay. He: 
we will put this- class· of. cl:tims. upon an equ.alicy with o.fhers: may be a captain for· :.t long time when there is no' war, but 
of the same kind. eve.ry time he- pa ses five years- he gets-an. in~rerrse of pay. I am: 

Now, here, very briefly speaking. is the: situation: Tllere wer~ right about that, am I not? 
cln.ims presented for longevity which were presented in.· timf.>"· 1\Ir. GRAHA.l\I of Pennsyl~ania. Yes. 
and within the statute- of limitations. They were refus~l JJ.y a. , Mr. PLATT. He does not: get additian:al' p-::ty until after he 
certain Comptrollel'" of the Treasury Department. After this : haS' l'>een in the- Army a eei•tain time". The q_nemion first came: 
Imd been done, sui:>sequent comptrollers gJ.tanted t.h.e all.ow:mcec up,, if he ha<l first served ilr the rnnk..<ll ruJ an. enlisted maa 
of this elas of claims. whether· he could count his term of serv.tce as an enlisted: man. 

Now, this clas of chlims is b-ased! upon. this. condition o-f· Ia;w t6waru longevity pay~ As I understand it, the Comptroller o£ 
ana of fact: 'The- Supreme Court of the United. States has· suid' the Treasury in 1838 first decided a.g.ninst thi but sometime: 
that as a matter· of law the claimants. are entitled to. the pa;y- afterwards thi~ decision. wus reversed.. Tht:!n still-later the q.ues
ment of these elaim.s. The Court of Claims· has said that as- a tion came up as to whether service nr West Polnt was not also 
matter of fact the· clai.munt are entitled· to the payment of these · u service in the Army " withfn the me:uHng of the statute. The 
claims. Both of those propositions have been a.djudi.cated. by Supreme Cou.rt. decided in 1884 that it \.vn:s; that a man was a 
the erroneous decision of a certain comptroller. A certain part memben of the Army or of t:ne- Navy when he enliste.ll or· on 
of those claims were not allowed. Now, these pUJ."ties can not · admission to West Point or Annapoli~ and we ltnow that when 
ma.ke these claims. because of the- fact that the statute of fimi- a m:.tn does go to Wesr Point or A.nnapolis he- is- subject to- the 
tations runs against them. So you are confronted with this orders: of the Comma-nder- in Chief of the Army. and Navy and 
proposition: Are you willing, as a matter· of justice, to remove can be sent to the front at once-. SubseQuent decisions, including 
the bar of the statute of limitations in tl1is class of cases?: As· that in 11be· Watson cal:le in 1899, e:rtendoo· the· scope of the deci
my colleague [l\1r. GREEN of Iowa] has ju t shown, the objec~ sion of 1884. 
gf the statute of limitations: is to secure the determination· of l\Ir. REED. Mr. Chairman~ wi:ll t11e gentlemru:t yield.? 
claims in a timely mnnner :md before the evidence fs- lost. That Mr. PLATT. Yes. · · 
has been done, and the Court of Claims: and the SupFeme Cout·t l!Jr. REED. I understand the stateme.rrt. has· been made th.at 
have decided. that the- chiims are- just. Now it is fEW us to say · the· compiroller decided at first as to· ~ pmrt O'f the claim. Did 
that they should be p::~:id if they are estnhlished in accoruance not the comptroller grant s01ue portion of the.ir claim? But they 
with law and fact. are now claiming more, Did.. he not settle· with them for a pwt 

I want ta call the attention of Members of the House to this of the period. but not for fom· yen.rs-?· 
fact, that we- have removed the bar of the statute of limitations l\1r~ PLATT. I think n.ot. I think t11is partieula:r-comptroller, 
and othe1· bars. against ail those· who served in the Confederate if the gentteman is referring to lHr. Gilkeson aml bis immedla.te
:A-Imy, and now if we refuse to do so in the present bill we· make- : successors. 1890-1908, ruled against the> whole thing. Before. 
a discrimination against the Union sof.djer if we now refuse · his· time the: claims were alf.owed. · Tlien he' disregarded. the 
to remove the bar. If gentlemen are willing to do that, then Supreme Court decision an.d rulerl against them, and white- he 
they ought to vote against this- bfiL If you are willing· to pfa-ee was- in; no claims w~re allowed. Then after his time.. after 190.8~ 
the Union soldier upon exactly the same plane- of equality that . they were· allowed. again; but those cla:ims th::tt came. in: during
you have by unanimous consent voted to pta:ce the Confederate · the period 1890-1908 were heTd. by l~ter comptroll'ers to .bave. 
soldier, then you ought to vote for this: bi.ll. ' been adjudicated. This bill simply allows tbe claims- of that 

1\I:r: LONGWORTH. I\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman. y.ief{l)? one period to be- brought before the Court of Cla.ims: and deter-
Mr. TO\VNEH. Certainty. , mined. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Would it not be a concrete statement to ' l\Ir. REED. Could not orne appHea:nt have hn:d four or five. 

say that the object and effect of this· bill is to· remove from years' se1·vice in addition to the service at West Point?' 
n sort of twilight zone a elass of claims that are on. exactly the A1r. PLATT. It is n.ot a question o1: discrimination against 
same basis as claims that were- allowed tfteretofore and claims men who· got their commissions through enli.stmeiit in. the Army 
that were allowed thereafter? ; first or their' going to West Point. It has been, possible for men:. 

Mr. TOWNER. I could not concede that if was n. twili~ht 1 to enlist in the Army and get commisstons quicker- than 'Vest 
zone when we have an ·absolute decis-ion by tile Supreme· Court 1 Point men get them: I kn.ow of a: ea, ,e- myseif of a boy who; 
and by the Court · of Claims both on the question of Imv and j failed to· get an a-ppointment to West Poi:nt wh.o enHsred· in th:e 
fact. - . .. · , Army and got a commission in three years. Those things lmp-

Mr. LONGWORTH. But the a.d\'erse decision was not mad& , pen. The law allows the boy to count his three. years o! 
by the Supreme Court~ but it was made by a comptroller. j enlisted' service in computing his longevity pay, but \Vest :Point 

Mr. TOWNER. Yes; by the decision of a comph·oller wb.o. se:rvice,as tl1e law now stands is not rolJiloted. 
refused to obey the decisien of the Supreme COurt. But we ' l\tr. BORI,AND. My understa:nding lif clearly that the only,' 
mus1i either condemn the- action that we- took when we removed' ! matfeu in dispute· is tl'le· four years•· service in' tbe. a:ea.demy. 
tl1e bar from the Confederate soldiers or we· must now give: the : l\Ir. P .. LA.TT. Yes;· for the partieuJar cases mentioned, other 
same right to the Unien soldier. haviug been· decided. 

l\Ir. GARRETT of Texas. How long does the. statute o:f lim- Mr. BORLAND. Then that is the onl'y. matter- affected. by this 
itations run? · bill. The enlisted man is not ·benefited by ft. 

Mr. TO\VNER.. Six years. · :Mr~ PLATT. The f'nlisteu man afterwards eommissionr:><l hml 
:Mr. WALSH. 1\fr . Clurirman, I yield five: minutes- to' th-e already been benefited. by earlien decisums: As 1f understand it, 

gentleman from New York [1\Ir. PI:..AT'l']. : the decision of the Supreme Court ia. 1884 went to, that on~ 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from New Yo-:rlt is: l'"ecog- ' point,. whether' tl'le- fom· years at 'Vest. Point were to be' com.-

nized for five minutes. · puted' as enlistment in the- Army •. · 
l\lr. PLATT. 1\Ir. Chairman, it seems to' me: that tfiere is : Mr: BORLAND: Yes; that has beent repeatedly stated here: 

some ml.Sund.erstanding; ·because the- report aetcompanying- this . on the ftoor. 
bill i.s not quite as. clear as might f>e- as to some of the· matters. Mr. PLATT. It seems to me- that trus bill simply provides
in this case. It recites the three longevity statutes-that of for equaF treatment for all ~ases of tile sam-e- kind'. Many of 
1838. thnt of 1878,, aud that of 1881-the first being tlr.e liatlon ' thes~ claims have been paidl Others exa:-etly the- same have not 
statute, where the officers: were allowed an adtlitionat ration fat"· : been pa:fd and inJ justree- should. be paiili. 
every five years they served. Once in a' while· we frear some- · Mr. WEBB. Mr. Cbai:vman, we- shalll have onfy one more 
body talking i.n favor of that nowadays, but that \Vas: abGliRooJ speech. I desire the gentleman from M.assaehusetts [IUr. 
or· computed into money in 1870~ Then comes the· act ot 18811. , WALSH} ta use> his time. 
Eaeh one of these- acts: provides that t:l-le actuall time of seuvl.ee : The- CHAIRl\!AN. Tbe- gent1eman1 from Noxth Carolin...'l: [Mr • 

. "'in the Army or the Navy" shall be allowed to offieers: in cern- WEBB]' l)as 5 min-utes rew.a..ining-,. and .the- gentleman :from 1\tassro·
puting their pay, and . so· forth. ()f course~ inasmuch as. many. c.fmsetts' ~Mr. WALSH}: has 2] rnirrntes~ 
men obtained comrni. sions witboat going to- \Vest Point,. the· Mr. WALSH. I yietdl five minutes< tO> the gentleman. from 
question as to- whether their· service in the Army as. enfi-sted A.labu.mal [~lr. Humn:..EsToN]'_ 
mel'}l should be counted in <'fflllputirrg their- fungevity pey rs.. a Mr; HtD'DDLESTON-. l\k Chairman,. it is\ of' com·se. penectly 
question tba.t is· quite· pertinent, but it dof'S not cleaYI;yr apiJemr · ob:vi'oUS' that. n boy who- gees t-& .West Point or tO< Annapoli'.~ aruf 
in tltis report how. it 'vas settled. receives an education the-re a.t the plmffe- expense is: not entitled 
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to anythlng out of the Public Treasury because of any sacrifice 
be has made or any public service that be has rendered. There 
is no real merit in the claims of these officers who are now seek
ing to get something extra because they were permitted to go to 
\Vest Point when other boys were denied that privilege. The 
claims stand purely upon a technicality, that an alleged discrimi
nation was practiced against them. They have no merit in 
themselves. Their only argument is that somebody else got it 
and therefore they ought to have it. That is all there is in this 
bill. 

Now, it is the present policy of Congress not to allow such n 
claim to be made. That policy is found in the act of Congress 
passed after this decision of the Supreme Court, which provides 
that no officer shall be allowed to add to his term of service for 
the purpose of getting longevity pay the time that he served in 
the aca<lemy. I find it as applicable to the Navy in the act of 
March 4, 1913, which provides as follows: 

Hereafter the . service of a midshipman at the United States Naval 
Academy, or that of a cadet at the United States Military Academy 
who may hereafter !Je appointed to the United States Naval Academy 
or the United States Military Academy shall not be counted in comput
ing for any purpose the length of service of any officer in the Navy or 
in the Marine Corps. 
, The same kind of a statute has been passed applicable to 

service in the Army. Therefore it is the policy of Congress not 
to recognize at this time any such claim whatsoever. So that 
so far as those are concerned who have gone to the academy 
since this statute was passed, they will be discriminated against 
if we now turn back and give it to those who went to the 
academy before that time. 

In 1838 it was held by the· comptroller that those who had 
gone to the Military Academy should not be allowed to compute 
the time they were there as a part of their service in order to get 
this longevity allowance. That ruling remained in force for 
years and years, and while it was so in force and white the law 
was being so construed, Congress passed an act allowing lon
gevity pay to officers in the Army. That was the beginning of it. 
Congress passed that act giving this longevity pay at a time 
when it was being uniformly held that the time spent at the 
academy could not be counted in. Congre s undoubtedly, so far 
as longevity pay is concerned, never for a moment intended 
that boys favore<l by an education at the academy should have 
anything additional on account of it. It was after Congress had 
passed that statute allowing longevity pay, at a time when the 
law bad· long been held to be that time spent at the aca<lemy could 
not be computed or added to other service that the Supreme 
Com·t held that technically ser ice at the academy was service 
in the Army and the longevity allowance was made. The 
Supreme Court held as a bare technicality that this statute 
giving longevity pay included time spent at West Point, and 
that cadets might have the benefit, as though in actual Army 
service, of the time they served there. Those who have re
ceived this pay for service at West Point have been allowed to 
do so becau e of a technicality. They had no real merit nor 
equity in their claims. They ought to have been ashamed to take 
the money. 

And I say that there is no question of Union or Confederacy 
here now. I am surprised that gentlemen should talk abont offi
cers in the Union Army and Confederate officers. Gentlemen, 
that question. is not involved in this bill. It has absolutely 
nothing to do with it. Confederate officers were enabled to 
present their claims by a statute removing the bar of Confeder
ate service. They were in no way preferred over Union officers. 
The law merely placed both on an equality. That question is 
not in it and ought not to be brought into it. 
. Gentlemen ought not to get up here on the floor of the House 
and try to justify themselves in voting money out of the Public 
Treasury on the ground that it goes to Union officers. It is not 
proposed to give it to Volunteer officers. It is only for the 
fellows who had the benefit of West Point education at public 
expense. They hnve no merits in their claims, but stand upon 
a naked legal technicality. Against that technicality I match, 
for the consideration of the gentleman who stands on it the fact 
that such claimants had their day in .court. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. WALSH. I yield to the gentleman one minute more. 
1\fr. HUDDL)!JSTON. They have had their day in court. 

Many wrongful <lecisions are made by the courts. They are 
made every day; it is a way courts have; but Congress does not 

· undertake to do justice or correct them merely because the 
courts have erred. Public auditors make mistakes every day, 
and when the people to whom the claims are due, instead of taking 
their claims to the comt, allow them to sleep throughout the 
long years, they ought not to undertake to come before Con-

. gress, standing, as I say, on naked legal technicalities. They 
should not come and ask us to rip up the decisions after long 

.. 
lapse of time and pay their claims when they stand on no real 
merit. Let us have done with such nonsense. 

1.\Ir. WALSH. ' Mr; Chairman, I yield thr~e minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [l\II'. Hrcrrs]. 

~Ir. HIQKS. 1\fr. Chairman, I desire to speak not upon tbe 
bill but upon another matter in which I think the House is 
patriotically intereste<l. It is in reference to u service flag to 
commemorate the men who have gone forth from the Hou. e 
and enlisted in the armed forces of the Uniteu States. Nearly 
every building in this country, nearly every home in this Na
tion, is to-day decorated by a flag which is placed there in 
honor of the sons and fathers who have enlisted in the servic~ 
of the Republic. This House has to-day on its honor roll of 
valiant soldit'!rs-hrave men who have gone forth wearing the 
uniform of the United States-the lamented Gardner of Mas
sachusetts, Mr. LAGUARDIA of New York. Mr. HE1'NTZ of Ohlo. 
and 1\fr. JoHNSON of South Dakota. I believe that this body 
should be so patriotic, so appi'eciative, so earnest. that we, its 
Members, will decorate the Hall of this House with a fiag com
memorating these four brave· men and those that may follow 
them to the front. 

I have already offered a resolution, Mr. Chairman, that i · 
now pending before the Committee on Accounts, authorizing the 
procurement of such a flag, and I sincerely hope that it will 
report that resolution favorably, and that tllis House will indorse 
the action of the Committee on Accounts should they report 
favorably · the resolution. [Applause.] 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
1.\Ir. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen

tleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox]. 
Mr. COX. 1\fr. Chairman, there is no merit in this bill. 

There is no justice in it. There is no equity in it; it has no leg· 
on which to stand. The only argument which its mos~ ardent 
advocates and frie~ds have advanced is an appeal to the fellows 
in the South, because they got their part of the swag a couple 
of years ago without any legitimate right, and the fellows in 
the North, who were barred from their part of the longevity 
pay between 1890 and 1908, were barred by an adverse decision 
by a Comptroller of the Treasury. Now, that is the kin<l of 
argument, but it does not appeal to me at all. 

The student who goes to the l\Iilitary Academy i3 gradunte<l at 
the public expense or cost of about $40,000 or $GO.OOo-I speak 
advisedly-to the taxpayers of the country, and ~t does not 
appeal to me with very much force when be comes to Congre s 
a,nd asks that these old graveyard claims, dead by the statute 
of limitations a long time ago, be resurrected. 

Now, it is not my purpose to slander any member of the Judi
ciary Committee at all-far from it; but if any man wants to 
find out whether or not there are attorneys in this matter, let 
him go down to the auditor's office in the \Var Department. 
Let him go down and find out, as I have done, the attorneys 
that are behind these cases that have been denied between 1890 
and 1908. 

As I said a moment ago, I am not. accusing the Judiciary 
Committee of anything unjust or unfair, but I am here to say 
to this Committee of the \Vhole that if there ever was an attor
ney's case pre ented on the floor of this House that never 
would ha\e come here without an attorney, you are looking one 
now square -in the face and fairly between the eyes. [Laughter.] 
It is an attorney's case, and that is all there is to it. 

Now, with some amendments I may possibly vote for this bill. 
When the time comes I am going to · offer an amendment, pos
sibly two or more, an<l I w~nt to ask the friends of this bill, the 
men who are sincere and who believe that it ought to pass, 
what earthly objection there can be to an amendment incor
porating in the bi11 a provision that only the officers' widows 
and their children shall be allowed this longevity pay. Is there 
anything wrong in that? Would that destroy the bill? If your 
purpose be to remunerate simply the officers, if your premises 
are sound that they ougnt to have it, then are you going to 
insist that where the officer is dead and his widow is dead, 
where he has no children of his own, his nephews and nieces 
and uncles and aunts and collateral kin shall come into the 
Court of Claims and receive a part of the officer's claim or that 
part left by the attorney? 

Another amendment I shall o1Ier at the proper time--and I 
am not clear on _ that point as to the power of Congress-but it 
is that no attorney or agent of any attorney or set of attorneys 
shall receive a compensation in exce. s of 10 per cent of the 
amount which may be allowed by the Court of Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tlu~ time of the gentlem' \J. has expire<l. 
Mr. WALSH. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 
:Mr. COX. I hope some of you gentlemen will take time to go 

down to the auditor's office in the War Department and find 
out the names of some of these attorneys that have these claims. 
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One of the men I am reliably informed was called before a 

very competent committee of this House the other <lay with rela
tion to steamboat inspectors. Congress has been besieged for an 
increase in salary of steamboat inspectors, and I think the com
mittee was favorable to granting the increase. I know a little 
something about the salary of steamboat inspectors, and I think 
they ought to be increased. But what was finally developerl? It 
was finally de\eloped that the leading attorney of the vast ma
jority of these cases now pending in the War Department had 
a contract with the steamboat inspectors whereby he got 10 to 
20 or 25 per cent of the first year's· increase of salary in . the 
event that the bill went through Congress. That is what you 
are up against here. . · 
. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

l\1r. WALSH. 1\Ir Chairman, how much time ha\e I remain-
ing? · 

The CHAIRMAN. Se\en minutes. 
1\fr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I understand that tlte g~ntle

man from North Carolina [Mr. "WEBB] has arranged to yield his 
tilne and that there will be only one more speech on ·that side. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, my colleague on the com
mittee. 1\Ir. GRAHAM, aske<l to get time from the gentleman 
from North Carolina, but he was unable to do so. Of tl1e seven 
minutes remaining I desire to yield four minutes to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM]. . 

1\Ir. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. Chairman, I do not 
think I shall occupy the four minutes, but I want to correct one 
or two things that were not made clear in the beginning. I 
wish to call the attentiou of my colleagues to the fact that the 
lists published in the report of om· committee are lists of the 
claims paid, and, of course, they go back beyond the period 
that was the subject of this controversy or dispute. I ask the 
att\'ntion of my colleagues also to the report, Appendix 2, which 
shows the history of this subject from the Fifty-first Congress 
down to this time. Bills exact11 like this have been passed by 
the Senate of the UnitPd States, I think three times-twice I 
am sure of-in the history of this legislation, but they failed 
to pass in the House, not because of an adverse report but 
because they were not reached in the exigencies of the legis
lative period. I wish also to call the attention of my col
leagues to the fact apparent in the quotation which I made 
from the letter of the head of the \Var Department in the 
present admini tration; Mr. Baker, who said that these clailns 
were just and that they ought to be paid, and recommended to 
the Committee on Military Affairs that a prover ano suitable 
bill . should be introduced for the purpose of paying them ; so 
that there -has not been, as - was intimated by the gentleman 
from Missouri [1\Ir. BoRLAND], any instance in which these 
claims were turned down, repudiated, or adversely reported 
upon. In every instance they were recognized as fair. I wish 
to say one word in answer to the gentlema~ from Indiana [1\Ir. 
Cox]. He said the only meritorious argument found was the 
appeal based on the fact that certain legislation had taken 
place which allowed the soldiers or graduates of West Point 
that went into the Confederacy to get their" share of the swag," 
as he called it. The reference to that instance was only made 
to show that there was a demand in fairness and justice that 
the rest of those who graduated from \Vest Point ought to 
recei\e the same consideration. Again I call attention to the 
fact that the argument presented based upon the statute repeal
ing _longevity rights is no argument to use against the payment 
of these claims. Very many of us will join with the gentleman 
who suoke here when he said that the four years of serv~ce at 
West Point at the expense of the Government ougbt not to be 
counted. I shall go as far as the gentleman from Missouri 
in saying that that perhaps ought not to be done, but that is 
not the question before us in this bill. The question before 
us is ~hether or not we can afford to dishonestly discriminate 
·between several classes of men, shutting one side out simply 
because of an unfortunate decision by a comptroller and allow 
all the rest to be paid. It is not for us to say now what the 
policy ·of the Government ought to have ·been. The policy of 
the Government was clearly established during all those years 
nnd included in the count of longevity the period of service at 
the academy at West Point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania has expired. 

Mr. WALSH. 1\Ir. Chairman, a great deal has been said with 
reference to these claims, and the appeal has been made that 
we ought to pass this bill in order to do equity. Since these 
claims were filed the United States, through its Congress, has 
enacted legislation which shuts out men who to-day sta~d in 
the same situation as these men stood in at the time they pre
sented their claims, and it is said that hereafter attendance at 
the l\Iilitm·y Academy s~utll not accrue to their benefit in getting 

longevity pay. _ One reason why I submit that equity will not 
be done is because the men themselves will get no benefit from 
this legislation, and if you will examine lhe files you will ascer
tain that the claims ar~ filed by administrators and by persons 
representing the estates of these gentlemen, who have long since 
passed away. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WALSH. Yes. 
Mr. COX. Does the gentleman know how many of these un

paid claims still remain? 
Mr. WALSH. I do not; nor was there any information pre

sented to the committee respecting it, nor do we know bow much 
it will cost, but the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM] 
admits that it will cost about a half million dollars. In these 
days, when we are appropriating by the billion, of course we 
can pass over very lightly a half-million dollar appropriation in 
order to be equitable and just, but up to about 1884 no one 
ever suspected that the period spent in the Uilitary Academy 
was to be counted, and it was only because some shrewd and 
<:lever agent was able to present his claim in such a manner 
and get it before the Court of Claims and take it before the 
Supreme Com·t that this ruling was secured. But the Supreme 
Court only assumed to act and adjudicate it in so far as they . 
assumed the Court of Claims had jurisdiction, and in following 
that this Comptroller of the Treasury based his ruling, namely, 
that the Supreme Court only assumed to determine the question 
raised in so far as it held the Court of Claims had jurisdiction, 
and the Court of Claims only had jurisdiction in that class of 
cases that was filed within six years. 

1\Ir. IGOE. l\f1·. Chairman, will the gentleman yield ? 
1\fr. WALSH. And so I say that, in order to be equitable, we 

better ·Jrnow not only what it will cost but the reason for the 
adjudication by the Comptroller of the Treasury. I yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri. 
··Mr. ·IGOE. Did not the gentleman, as a member of the com

mittee, approve an equitable clailn by the State of Massachusetts 
from this very committee for about $600,000 growing out of a 
Civil 'Var claim in the last Congress? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes·; I · did; but it was not based upon any 
such flimsy pretext as is set up to do equity in this case, as the 
gentleman well knows; it related to a case where money had 
been paid by that State. 

1\Ir. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. Was it not a question of 
getting interest on an old debt that had been carried for the 
Governmept? · 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa
chusetts has expired. 

1\.fr. WEBB. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield the remainder of my 
tirrie to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. VoLsTEaD]. · 

1\Ir. VOLSTEAD. l\1r. Chairman, this matter has been so 
fully discussed that it is idle to try and offer anything new. 
I want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
no one disputes that this is a valid legal claim except so far 
as it may be affected by the statue of limitation. Outside of 
that there is no question about the propriety of it. We have 
paid a large number of like claims, claims stantling on exactly 
the same footing, to the officers who joined the Confederate 
Army. 'Vhy, then, should we not uo equal justice to the officers 
who served the Union during the Civil War? They say this· is 
a technical claim. Now; is it technical? Is it any more tech
nical than any other claim against tlle Government? There is 
a statute directing this payment. The Supreme Court has held 
thnt these officers are entitled to this pay. The Court of Claims 
has held the same thing: The Secretary of W.ar says this is an 
honest claim and ought to be paid. It seems to me that all this 
discussion with refe.rence to whether it was go-od policy to 
~mthorize this payment iii the first instance has no real bearing 
upon this matter at all. That is past. The parties whom we 
are seeking to help are the parties who used diligence in collect
ing their claims from the Government. They can not be saici to 
ha\e slept upon their rights. They presented their claims in 
due course and their claims ought to have been allowed, as appear 
clearly by the decisions to which I have called attention. 

1\Ir. KEATING. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. VOLSTEAD. I do not have the time. 
Mr. KEATING. Just for one question. Has the gentleman 

read Comptroller Gilkeson's decision? 
1\fr. VOLSTEAD. I read it a year .or more ago, and do not 

remember. 
1\Ir. KEATING. As a matter of fact, was not he merely 

barring those claims which were not presented within six years? 
1\fr. VOLSTEAD. No; as I rmderstand it, he barred· out all 

of these claims. - · 
l\Ir. KEATING. No; those not presented within six years. 
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1\Ir. VOLSTEAD. No matter what he dhl, it is perfectly ap
. parent tl1at the claim is just .antl valid under the law and that 

these officers have a rigbt to it. We ought to do justice to these 
pu.rti~. ancl that is all that is asked in ~is case. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
to clarify that a little. I think it is a very important question 
-which the gentleman from Colorado asked whether this comp
troller from 1890 to 1908 disallowed only those claims which 
were not filed "ithin six years. 

l\1r. VOLSTEAD. I do not remember just what he held, but 
one thing is perfectly plain, the Secretary of War has passed 
upon thi matter within very recent times. The S11preme Court 
has pnssed upon it and the Court of Claims has passed upon it. 
and they have all held thnt it is a fuir and honest claim. It 
does not make any difference, it seems to me, what he did hold. 
He did refuse to allow the claim . . It does not matter what rea
son he gave for his action. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Did he allow any claim during his 
administration? Were any of these claims allowed from 1890 
to 1908? · 

l\Ir. KEATING. Comptroller Gilkeson did not overrule the 
Supreme Court's deciRion. On the contrary. be told his sub
onlinates to follow that decision, but that the Supreme Court 
did not take jurisdiction except in so far as the Court of Claims 
bad jurisdiction. and that the Court of Claims did not assume 
the .iurif';(liction of clnims which were not filed within six years. 

1\fr. WEBB. I will ask the Clerk to read. 
The CHAIRl\IA..L'l. All time has expired, and the Clerk will 

read. 
The Cl<"rk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Com·t of Claims shall have power to enter 

judgml'nt upon thP findings of fa<'t hPretofore made in claims of ~ffi~rs 
of the United States Army for longevity pay under the decisions of the 
SupremP Court of the UnitPd States 'V . Morton, volume 112, United 
States RPports, page 1: an1l UnitPd States v. Watso~, volu.~e 130, 
United States Reports . page 80; and of the Court of Clmms in Stewart 
v. United States. vulume 34. Court of Claims Reports, page 553. 

Mr. COX. l\lr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
l\l.r. COX. Will this be regarded as one E:ectioo and the two 

paragraphs be read before any amendment can be offered? 
The CHAIRl\lAN. The Chair is of opinion that there are two 

paragraphs and that each paragraph should be treated sepa
rately. 

Mr. COX. Then I offer the following amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add after the word "Army," in 11ne 51 page 1, the following: "Who 

are living, or their widows and children.' 
Mr. COX. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I said a moment ago 

on this amendment about all I ha<l to say, but I would like 
earnestly to ask the most ardent advocates of this bill what 
earthly objection can they possibly have to this amenchnent? 

;what is wrong? If you want to compensate the officer, if he 
is alive, my amendment will let you do it. If the officer himself 
is dea<l, but his widow is living, my amendment Jets you com
pensate her. If the officer and his wiuow both be dea<l, and 
they have any children living, my amendment lets you com
pensate them. Now, if it is justice nod eq3ity you are after, 
geotJemeo, and that is the whole theory on which you bottom· 
every argument that has been presented by every mao who bas 
spoken in favor of this bill, I am presenting you in this little 
amendment a case of equity, pure and simple. 

I appeal to you, gentlemen, from another viewpoint. We 
ought to be just with ourselves and with our constituents before 
we become generous. Has the time come that when we compen
sate the officer, or if he be dead, then his wife., or if she be tlead, 
then his children, that justice would say we should stop there 
before we go to compensating collateral kin-nephews, nieces, 
uncles, and aunts, and so forth? 

Mr. WALSH. W_ill the gentleman yield 'l 
Mr. COX. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH. The gentleman's amendment is WI"itten .. wid-

ows and children." Sboul<l it not be "widows or children"? 
l\Ir. COX. That is correct. 
Mr. WALSH. That should be corrected. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. Without objection, the word "and" will 

be changed to "or." 
There was no objection. 
1\Ir. COX. I do not believe, as I said a moment ago, thnt the 

most ardent advocates of this bill can alford to oppose . this 
amendment. If there be any merit at all 1n the entire propoRe<l 
bill, it .is in compensating the officers themselves. It is a 
peculiar thing to m~at · least, somewhat peculiar-that the 
ar<lent advocates of this bill certainly bad it within their 
power to file and make a part af their report the number of 
these unpaid claims that are pending down here with the Audi-

tor for the Wnr Department and did not do it. If they had 
_exercised a little care or a little diligence by going down there, 
I do not think there would have been very much tirouble for 
them to have found out bow n:iany of tl'J.ese unpaid claims are 
still pending in the department. And I know, Mr. Chairman, 
it would not have been very much t:ro.uble for ·tbem to have 
found out these attorneys' bands that have been playing in 
these cases for, lo; these many years. 

Now, I am not in favor of going beyond the payment of the 
officer, his widow, or his chiluren. I am in favm· of stopping 
right there. I am not in favor of paying these attorneys 50 · 
or 75 per· cent upon whatever claim may be allowed by the 
Court of Claims as of ju<lgrnc-:1t a~ainst the United States. 

11Ir. ROBBINS. To what extent will your amendment afl'ect 
the number of claims in this bill? 

Mr. COX. I have no idea; but I have an idea" it will affect 
it very materially. · 

·I had no i<.lea that any of these claims were out in my <Us
trict. I have one claim in my <listrict, in the e_-rtreme southerl! 
part of Indiana, 800 miles from here. Some attornevs wb.o were 
diligent in looking after the welfare of the s(}ldiei·-oh, yes
got up a claimant away out iu my district-a forty-second 
cousin of a gra<luate of West Point. · · 

The CHAlRMAl~. The time of the g-entlemnn has expired. 
1\Ir. COX. l\11.·. Chairman, I would like to have two minutes 

more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indinna asks unani

mous consent fot· two minutes more. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. COX. About a forty-second cou~do of a graduate. of West · 

Point. And I speak almost authoritatively when I put that mul
tiplication to it. Befor<> I wrote the party that I refused to sup
port this legislation I took 50me precaution to find out who the 
party was and who his ancestor was. The relationship between 
them was about in the fourth ,degree. I promptly wrote the 
party that I would not support the bill. that I would not sup
port it or any other as unmeJ·itorious a claim from my di trict. 

To "sum this whole matter up, as I ~ic.l n while ag~r.-nnd I 
am not slamming the Judiciary Committee at ali-I wish to 
say that you are dealing here with an attorney's caRe. When 
you pass this bill you will put in tlu~ pockets of certain attor
neys here in the city of Wasrun~tton, who are uiligent to the day 
of judgment. not less than $250,000. Thar is what you are going 
to uo. With a war in which we are spending billions. is this 
a war measure? No. Shall we put it upon that ground and run 

_our hands into the Trea~ry of the United States and take out 
of there $500,000, one-bali to go to attorneys in this· eity? No. 

The CHAIRl\1AN. Tl1e time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman-- . 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAnnEN] 

is recognizetl. 
Mr. MADDEN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I confess I was rather incline<! 

from a sentimental viewpoint to favor the enactment of this la"v, 
but I have listened to the amendment of the gentleman from In~ 
diana [Mr. Cox], and I concur in the view thnt he bas presente(\ 
to the House. If there be any right, it must lle in the allowance 
of the claim first to the man who served ; and t1 he be llea<l. to 
his widow; and if she be dead, to their children. And I verily 
believe it ought not to go beyorul that. If we go beyond that, 
we appropriate the money out of the Treasury for the payment 
of attorneys' fees in large measure. And I am opposecJ to the 
payment of money from the Treasury of the United StateM to 
men who have been lobbying for the enactment of a law for the 
payment of -bills that have long since gone beyond the realm of 
legality under the law. 

And so I say that if we want to do justice, If we want to 
do equity, if we want to be fair to ourselves and to the Treasury 
of the Unite<l States, we eao a.fi'ord ta- agree with the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Cox] and adopt the amendment which he 
has suggested, which does ample justice to everybody that o11ght 
to be concerned in the case. · 

Mr. ROWE. WUJ the gentleman yield tbere? 
1\fr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 

a que~ion? 
Mr. MADDEN. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. DOWELL. Does the gentleman understand tha.t this 

amendment applies to children, whether they be of age or not? 
Or does it apply to those under age? 

Mr. MADDEN. Well. it applies to the E.'hildren of tbe soldier 
and his widow. If neither the soldier nor bis widow be left,. it 
applies to the children. whether they are of age or· unuer age. 

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Chairman, will· the gentleman yield? 
1\I.r. MADDEN. Yes. 

· Mr. ROWE. I have a case ~milar to that kind, where a mnn 
was a Civil War vetet·an, and be died and left three children .. 
Two of those are <lead now, but they left some little children. 
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In that e\ent it woul<l all go to one middle-aged woman and cut 
off those three children, his direct heirs. 

M1·. MADDEN: I think the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana goes far enougl1. Of course, if you extenu it to meet 
the case cited by my friend from New York you woul<l ba~e to 
extend it to meet the case of a nephew or a thirty-second cousin, 
or some other collateral heir, no matter how far uistant, anu 
there ought to be a line beyond which we will not go. The line 
has been drawn by this amendment, and it is ju~·t anu fair and 
decent, not only to the claimants but to ourselves and to the 
people of the United States, for \vhom we speak. [Applause.] 

l\lr. BORLAl~D. l\fr. Speaker, there is a special neeu -why 
this amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [l\1r. Cox] 
shoulu pass and why his strictures about the attorneys' case 
are quite applicable. Nobody, of course, who lmo,...-s the member
ship of the Committee on the Judiciary imagines that that is 
any reflection upon their consideration of this legis lation or upon 
them ; but I call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
this bill reads in its first line-

Tha t the Court of Claims shall have power to enter juugmcnt upo::1 
the fi ndings of fact heretofore made. 

Now mind: This whole bill is applicable only to a narrow 
clas of cases, those where findings of fact ha\e he1·etofore been 
made by the Conrt of Claims. So all of this argument about 
this L>ill not uiscriminating again t anybody falls to the ground. 
Thi~ Yery bill is going to <liscriminate against everybody except 
tho e whose findings of fact have heretofore been made. Now, 
tho ·c finuings of fact have heretofore been made only upon the 
claims of tho e who have employed attorneys to present their 
case · to the Court of Claims. That is just as plain as sunlight. 
During the 18 years in which this ruling was in force, from 
1890 to 1908, when it was being held by the Comptroller of the 
Trea. ury that only such claim as the Court of Claims hall taken. 
jurisuiction of and the Supreme Court had affirmed would pass 
the muster of the 'l'reasury, doubtless there were many other 
claims that did not pass muster, but they are not includell here. 
HoweYer meritorious those officers may have been, they did not 
get in during that period, they did not get their claims before 
the Court of Claims, and they did not employ any attorney, and 
ther fore they are not in this bill, because this bill says that onl~ 
those whose findings of fact have heretofore been made shall 
have any advantage from this bill. 

Mr. GRAEAI\1 of Pennsylvania. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gen
tlem:ui permit a question? 

1\Ir. BORLAND. In just ·a minute. It gi\e the court po'\\er 
to enter judgment in cases where the findings of fact have here
tofore been made, and that confines it to the class of cases that 
some attorney has already had charge of. 

1\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsyl\nnia. You say that is di scrimina-
tory. Have not all the others been paid? · 

l\Ir. BORLAND. No. . 
l\Ir. GRAHMI of Pennsyl\ania. I say they have been. 
1\Ir. BORLA1'-I"TI. It is perfectly manifest from the informa

tion that was given about Comptroller Gilkeson's decision that 
what he did was that he ordered the auditor to allow all claims 
of which the court had taken jurisdiction, which included all 
claims filed within six years, and not to· allow the claims of 
which the court had not taken jurisdiction ; and that decision 
clearly indicates that there were some claims that fell outside 
his ruling. That is perfectly e\ident to me, and it must be 
perfectly evident t.o every lawyer in this body. There must 
have been certain cases that fell outside of that ruling. The 
cases that come under this bill are the cases where some attorney 
has taken the claims and presented them to the Court of Clai.p1s 
and secured findings of fact, and those findings of fact are now 
before this body. 

Now, that being the case, it is specia11y necessary that this 
amendment be p~ssed concerning this payment, not to the estate 
generally of ihe claimant or to his collateral heirs, but to the 
claimant himself and to those dependent upon him, his widow 
and children. I purpose to follow this by an amendment limit
ing to 10 per cent the amount that any attorney can be paid of 
any one- of these claims. Now, I do not feel authorized to pre
sent my amendment unless if adopted I would Yote tor the bill, 
and I assume that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox] 
takes the same position. It seems to me that if we present 
these amendments and the House agrees to them, we are in .some 
measm·e bound to support the bill, whate\er might be our gen
eral view about the equities of it. But it does seem to me that 
these two propositions are absolutely essential in order that this 
House and the Treasury shall not be imposed upon. -

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\fr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. 1\fr. Chairman, with r espect 

to the amendment that has been offered I -wish to say that in 
my jndgm.ent it is not founded in right. Either these men have 

a claim that is established and just or they have not. If this 
Congress were making a gift to these men, that would be one 
question. But if we are simply correcting an error committed 
by an officer of the Government, that excluded their claims from 
consideration unrighteously, you have no right to debar any of 
the persons who would be interested in the estate of a ueceased 
soldier from participation in a. legal and just claim. You are 
not granting these men a favor; you are granting them a right. 
All who preceded were paid; all who came afterwards were 
paid; and this list of men were just as much entitled to their 
money and to have it devolve according to law as any of those 
who received their money, and to put this limitation on it is 
not to net in accordance with the spirit of justice. Besides, I 
understand the gentleman from Illinois adopted the interpre-· 
tation of this amendment that if there "·ere grandchildren of 
these soldiers they could not inherit. What right have you to 
deny to the blood of the men who earned and de erved this 
compensation that their relatives in that degree at least shall 
participate in the distribution of whatever p1oney is recovered? 
[Applause.] 

1\Ir. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
1\Ir. GRAHAI\1 of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
1\Ir. DOWELL. As a matter of law, would not the grand

children inherit under this bill from those who are entitled to it . 
as children? 

1\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylyania. No; not if you limit it in this 
bill. I am sorry to say it would limit it to soldiers "·ho are 
living and their widows or children. 

1\lr. DOWELL. But it does not limit it to living children, and 
if it went to the children by inheritance it would then go to the 
grandchildren. 

M.r. GRAH.Al\1 of Pennsylvania. Not unless they bad a vested 
interest. 

1\!r. DO\VELL. Would not that be true in case of a will? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. That is a different matter. 

That is different from the interpretation of a statute which 
recognizes the right solely upon the theory that it shall go to the 
widow or children. Children are a well-designated, specified 
class. The comptroller could only consider the claim when pre
sented by the persons named in the act. 

1\lr. DOWELL. But if this is a claim which has been estab
lished, and is now a part of the estate, is it not true that the 
grandchildren would take the part that belonged to the child as 
a mater of law? · 

1\lr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Here is the difficulty. There 
is no method of enforcing the claim except by virtue of the 
power granted in this act of Congress to the comptroller to re
view the decision of a previous comptroller, or to the Court of 
Claims to enter judgment upon a state of facts already proved 
before them, and no a ward coulu be made to anyone outside of 
those specifically named in the act. 

Mr. SANFORD. That might apply after the passage of this 
act. · 

1\fr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes; that might apply after 
the passage of this act with a \ested right. Then I think the 
gentleman's theory of the law might possibly be applicable, but 
until then it would not prevail. 

1\Ir. CANNON. 1\Ir. Chairman, I move -to sh·ike out the last 
word. Here are some claims the payment of which is sought 
after many times and many years of refusal by Congress in 
time of peace, when there was a f~ll Treasury to pay the same. 
Now, what is the condition of the country? In the first place, 
by \Oluntary contributions by the hundreds of millions, to. the 
Red Cross, to the Young 1\fen's Christian Association, to the 
Knights of Columbus, everywhere, men and women, North and 
South, are called upon, outside of taxation, from the standpoint 
of patriotism, to help the present in the great contest for the 
future. There are claims enough against the Government
some of them perchance with equity, most of them without 

·equity, nearly all of them barred by the statute of limitation
to patch hell a mile:. [Laughter and applause.] We passed oii 
yesterday a second deficiency bill for over a billion dollars for 
the present year, and, as I recollect, a further deficiency, after 
extraordinary appropriations made on recommendations of the 
committee having jurisdiction, of over $2,000,000,000. 

We are financing our allies by the multiplied billions. We 
are taxing ourselves and our constituents world without end. 
We are supporting the Army in its preparation for its service 
abroad and building a Navy by the billions of dollars. And yet 
here comes this claim that in God's chancery never ought to 
have been allowed or authorized. [Applause.] They say that 
it is confined to the graduates of West Point. I think it is 
broader than that, as I explained before. With that which we 
have at the present time for voluntary donation, when you con
sider all the industries to win this war and all the organizations 
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to enable us to w:n it, when you consider that we have· nlready 
run two liberty. loan and another coming to- double both o1 
tl1em, with .another revenue bill in sight, let us <len! with the 
present instead of hatching up claims of doubtful character and 
begin.ning to vitalize them. · . 

If ~ t be .in oruu-, :Mr .. Chairman, when this amendment is dis
posed of, I will mcve to strike out the enacting clause. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. A parl~amentary inquiry, l\Ir. Chairman. 
Tl.L CBAIR1\IAt-r. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Is not e:e propose.: motion of the gentle

man from Illin,)is to strike out the enacting clause now in 
order? · 

The CHAIRMAN.- The Chair is of opinion that it is in order 
ut any time. 

1\It~. CANNON. Then, 1\Ir. CJmirman, I move to shi:ke out the 
enacting clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tl1e gentleman from Illinois moves to 
strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. WEBB. - But, Mr. Chairman, the bill has not yet been 
read under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. A s the Chair stated, the motion is in order 

Lonergan Park 
Lundeen l'arker, N. Y. 
Lunn Peters 
McAndrew Phelan 
McArthur Polk 
McClintic Purnell 
McKenzie Qujn 
McKPown Raker _ 
AicKinley Ramsey 
McLaughlin, Mich. Ram eyer 
McLemore Randall 
Madden Hankin 
Mansfield Reetl 
1\Iapes Rogers 
1\Iartin Romjue 
lUays Rouse 
Merritt Rowland' 
Movtaglie Rube:v 
Moon Russcll 
Neely Sand<>rs, Ind. 
Nelson Sanford 
Norton Saunders, Va. 
OliveT, N. Y. Schall 
O'Shaunessy Sears 
Overmyer Sells 
Overstreet Shacklefot·d 
Padgett Shallenberger 
Paige She1·wood 

Siegel 
Sinnott 
Si sson 
, laan 
Srnitll, C. B. 
Smith, T. F. 
~nell 

nook -
• nyd p_r 
Stafford . 
Steagall 
StPpht>ns, Mis . 
StPven ·on 

tine. s 
Sweet 
Swift 
Switzer 
Tagup 
Taylor. Al'li. 
Temple 
Thomaf:: 
Tbornp-on 
Tillman 
Tilson 
Timberl.ak 
Van Dyke 
Venable 
Vinson 

at any time, and the question· is on the motion of the gentle- Austin Graham. Pa. Morin 
ruan from Illinois to strike out the enacting clause. Butler Green. Iowa Mott 

NAYs:-51. 

The que tion was taken; and on a division (demanded by g~~i\~ay ?I~~~Iowa ~fJ~~Id 
1\Ir. GRAHh.M of Pennsylvania) there were-ayes 54, noes. 28. Classon JJouhun

1 
son, Wal)h. IPl'aa•·tkter, N.J. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do Davidson 
now rise and report the bill to the House with the amendment. ~:;~t ~arnp ~r~Li 

The motiun was agreed to .. · Fairchild, B. L. Luf~n a. R~se ns 
Accordingly the committee rose; .and the Speaker huving ~~eld ~IcFadden Rowe 

resumed the chair, Mr. JoHNSON of Kentucky, Chairman of the Fos:--; ~~~~·~. Ind. ~~~~r~a~· Y. 
Committee of the Whole House ou the state of the Union. re- Graham, m Morgan Sbon. e 
ported that that committee had ·had under consideration the bill ANSWERED uPRESENT'~--4 • 

. (H. R. 1691) to confer jurisdiction on the Court o:t' Claims, and l3ro-wn1ng Goodwin. Ark. Hardy 
had directed him to report the same back with an amendment NOT VOTING-112. 
striking out the enacting clause. . Anthony FeTrls McCormick 

1\tr . . CAl' l'NON. :Mr. Speaker·, I move the previous question. Blackmon Flynn McCullocll 
Boobel' Fuller·, Mass. McLaughliD, Pa. The question was taken. Bowers Gallivan 1\iaga' 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pen~ylvania. 1\Ir. Speaker, I raise the Britten Gandy l\IahPr 
point of no quorum. Brodbeck Garland Mann 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I_ move that the Ho11Se tlo now Brumbaugh Good Meeker 
Candler, MJss. Gray, Ala. Miller, Minn. 

adjourn. Cantrill . GreenE>, Vt. Miller. W:lSb. 
Tlle SPEAKER. The, question is on the motion of the gentle- Capstick Hasltell Mondell 

man from Massachusetts that the House do now atljourn. Carter. Mass. Hayden 1\Ioore, Pa. 
Chandler, N. Y. Hayes Mudll 

The question was- taken; and on a division (demanded by Church Heintz Nicholl~. s. c. 
1\Ir. HUDDLESTON) there were-ayes 33, noes 53. Clark. Fla. Hensley Nicllols, Mlch. 

Coady Hollan<l Ollver, Ala. So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. cooper, Ohio Hollfngsworth Olney 
The SPEAKI<}ll. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes Copley Hood Osborne 

t y., • t th t · t Evid tJ tb · . Costello Houston Por.ter lie pom a no quorum Is presen • en y ere lS no , Curry, Cal. Howard Pou 
quorum present. The Doorkeeper will close the doors. the Ser- , Dallinger Husted Powers 
geant at Arms will notify the absentees. The question is on DeniRon Johnson, S.Dak. Price 
tlle motion of the gentleman from Illinois for the previous ques- Dooling Jones, Tex. Ragsdale 

-... . Doremus Jones, Va. Rain~y tion. and the Clerk will call b1e roll. Drukker Kahn Rayburn 
The question was taken; and there were--yeas 261. nays 51, Dye:r Kelley, Mich. Reavis 

answered .. present " 4. not voting 112~ as follows: · ~~~: on f:~~~rdlf{ ~~r;:;~ 

.AJexn.nder 
Almon 
Anderson 

- Ashbrook 

YEAS-261 Estoplnal Linthicum Robinson 
Cooper, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cox 
Crago 
Cramton 

Flood 
Fordney 

-Foster 
Francis 

Fairchild. G. W. Longworth Rodenberg 
So the previous question was orderffi. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs. 
Until further notice: 

Voigt 
Waldow 
Wal h 
Walton 
Wa rd 
Wason 
Wat·o.p, Va. 
\V~>aver 
·webb-
Welty 
Wht>eler 
'\\'bite, MP. 
White, Ohio 
WIJ!iams 
Wilson. Ill. 
Wilson, Tex. 
Wingo. 
Wif;e 
Wood, Ind. 

· Woods. Iowa 
\Voodyartl 
Wl'igllt 
Young, N. Dak, 
Young, Tex. 
Zlhlmau 

Sims 
, Jay-den 
Sl<'mp 
Smith, fdaho 
Smitb, Mich. 
StPele 
-steph~>Jls. Nebr. 
~terling. ru. 
l'l'trong 
Tinkham 
Ve tal 
Vol':ltead 

Treadway 

Rucli:er 
Sabath 
SanderS', La. 
Scott. Iowa 
-8eott~ lU kh. 
Scully 

~~1" 
Stedman 
Stl?eiK'rso.n 
Sterling. Pa. 
Sulllvan
Sumners 
Talbott 
Taylor, Colo. 
T~mpleton 
Towner 
Va.r 
Watker 
Watk~us; 
Watso:n, Pa. 
Welling: 
WhatPy 
Wilson, La. 
Wins tow 

As well 
.Ayres 
Baehal'ach 

Cril?,t 
Cro ser 
Currie, Mich. 
Dale,N. Y. 
Dai~ Vt. 
Darrow 
De<.>ker 
Den:;psey 

Fn>ar 
F1reeman 
French 
Fullel.',ill. 
GHilagher 

Tikks 
Hilliard 
Huddleston 
Bull. Tenn. 
Humphreys 
Butch:iuson 
lgoe 

Mr. Cr.Alm: of Florida with 1\ir. G1mENE of Vermont. 
Baer 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Barnhart 
Bt>:tkes 
Bell 
Besblin 
Black 
Bland 
Blanton 
Borland 
Brand 
Browne 
Buchanan 
Burnett 
But'"l·oughs 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Caldweh 
Campbell, Kll.DB. 
Campbell, Pa. 
Cannon 
Carew 
Carter, Okla. 

- Cary 
Chandler, Okla. 
Clark. Pa. 
Claypool 
Collier 
Connally, Tex. 
Connelly, Knns. 

Dent 
D~>nton 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Dill 
Dillon 
Dixon 
Dominick 
Doolittle · 
Dough ton 
Dowell 
Drane 
Dunn 
Dupre 
Eagan 
Edmonds 
Elliott 
Ellsworth 
Elston 
Esch 
Evans 
Fa.rr 
Fess _ 
Fields 
FJsller 

Gard 
Glll'ner 
Garrett,. Tenn. 
Ga net4 Tex. 
Gfllett · 
Glass 
Glynn 
Godwin. N. C.
Goodall 
Gordon 
Gourd 
GJ'ay, N.J. 
Greene. Mass. 
Gregg 
Hadley 
Hamill 
Hamilton, Ylcil. 
1Iamilton_N. Y, 
Hamlin 
Harr1 on, Miss. 
Harrison, Va. 
Hastings 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Heaton 
Heflin 
Helm 
Helverin~ 
Ilersey 

Jreland 
Jacoway 
James 
Johnson. Ky. 
Keating 

· Keh:>e 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kennedy, Iowa 
1\:ennedy, R. I. 
KettnP.r 
Key. Ohio 
Kincheloe 
King 
Kinkaid 
Kitcbin 
Knutson 
Kreider 
La Follette 
Langley 
Larsen 
Lazaro 
Lea. Cal. 
Lee, Ga. 
Lehlbach 
Len root 
Lesber 
Lever 
Little 
Littlepage 
Lobeck 
London. 

Mr. TALBOTT with l\1~ BBOWNlNG. . 
Mr. HOLLAND with Mr. FUllER of Massachusetts.. 
1\Ir. BooHER with Mr. 'TBEADWAYr 
Mr. CANDLEll of Mississippr with l\Ir. lliGEE. 
Mr. EsTOPINAL with 1\lr. EMERSON. 
:Mr. BRODBECK with Ur. CARTER of Massachusetts. 
1\Ir. Bnmnu UGH with Mr. DENISON. 
l\Ir. CoADY with Mr. GARLA:l\"1>. · 
Mr. DOREMUS with Mr. BoWERs. 
MJ;. CHuRcH with Mr. BRI'ITEN. 
1\lr. FEmus with Mr. Coo"PER of Ohio. 
Mr. WATKINS with :Mr. Goon. 
:Mr. FLYNN with 1\Ir. HAYES. 
Mr. JoNES of Virginia with Mr. LoNGWO.BTII. 
Mr. GALLIVAN with Mr. BUSTED. 
M!·. LINTHICUM with Mr. MoNDELL. 
Mr. G.BA Y of AI abama with 1\Ir. KELLEY of Michigan. 
Mr. OLNEY with Mr. MERKER. 
Mr. HAYDEN with .Mr. MUDD. 
1\lr. Pou with Mr. REAVIS. 
Mr. HOUSTON with Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. PRICE with Mr. KRAus. 
Mr. IlAYB\JRN with Mr. ScoTT of 1\Ilcbigan._ 
Mr. Rl:'cKER with 1\Ir. RoDENBERG. 
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Mr. ItornNS<JN with 1\Ir. STEENERSON. 
Mr. SABATH with Mr. RoBERTS. 

t Sanders, N.Y. 
, Saunders, Va. 

Schall 

Sm1th, Tdaho 
Smith, Mich. 
Sne-Ll 

Mr: s ·MAf.L with• l\fi'. SmLING-Of Illinois: 
1\It•. SCUT.LY with 1\fr. CURRY of Califomia. 

• Scott-r I' a:. 
1 Sells 

Rt(>ele 
Sterling, llL 
Str.on~ 
Swi~t· 
Taylor, Ark. 
T emple 
'l'illman 
Tilson 

Tinkham 
Venable 
Vesta l 
Vols tead 
Walton 
Ward 
Wa.son 
Watkins. 
Watson, Va. 
Webb 
We-Ity 

WtePler 
Wbite. Ohio 
Wilson. Ill. 
Wingo 
\\: o.od, Ind.. 
Woolls,. Iowa. 
Young, N. D-ak, 
Zlhlman 

lli. STERLING- of PennsyJv·nn[a with . . Mr. POWERS. 
Mr. SHERI.EY with 1\fr. To,, NER. 
Mr. WHALEY witil Mr. NICHOLS o-f 1\fid1igan. 
Mr. TA YT.OR of. Colorado with Mr: OsnoRNE. 
Me. Wu.soN of LouiSiana with 1\!r: CePI .. EY. 
T11e-result of the vote was- announcell as above recordro. 
The SPEAKER. Tht> q.oesti'on is on adopting me report of 

the committee·stri1..-ing out the· enacting clau...."le of Hoose bm 1691. 
The question was taken, a.nd. the Chnir announced that the 

ayes seemed to-ba ve it. 
Mr. WEBB.. Mr. Speaker, on that I ask for a dhi.sioa 
The House d:videcJ; :md there were-ayes 148. nues 8L 
Mr. GRAHAM of Penr.sylvania. 1\Ir .. Speaker, I cull fot• the 

yeas ancT nayS'. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the yeas and nays. 

Fffty-eigllt gentlemeq have risen, a sufficie lt number. an-<1 the 
Clerk will call the rolt 

l\fr. GRAHAM.orPennsylvania.. 1\lr. SpP-aker, a parlirunentnry 
inquiry. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will l'ltatP it. 
1\fr. GRAHAM or-Pennsylvania. A vote of "·yea., defcnts-tbis 

bill and a vote. of "nay.., sustajns it. Is tbat correct? 
The SPEAKER. That is correct, although that is Df:)f: a par-

liam~ntary · inquiry. . 
The question was taken; and tbere were-yeas 1.72, nnys 141,. 

answered ·~present " 3, not voting 112. as follows: 

Alexander 
Almon 
Anderson 
Ashbrook 
As well 
Ayres 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Barnhart 
Bealres 
Bell 
Be9btin 
Black 
Blanton 
Borlantt. 
Brand 
Browne 
Buchanan 
Burnett 

.Burrongbg 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Ryrns, Tenn. 
Caldwell 
Campbell, Kans. 
Campbell, Pa.. 
Cannon 
Carew 
Cary 
Claypool 
Collier 
Connally, Tex. 
Connf'lly. Kans •. 
Cooperr W.Va.. 
Cooper, Wla, 
Cox 
Cramton 
Crisp 
Crosser 
Currie, Mich. 
Dale, N.Y. 
Dale, Vt. 
Decker 
Dempsey 

Austin 
Bacharach 
Bland 
Butler 
Cantril I 
Caraway 
Carlin 
Carter, Okla. 
Cbandler, Okla. 
Clark, Pa. 
Classon 
Crago 
DalTOW 
Davis 
Denison 
Dent 
Dewalt 
Dunn 
Dupr~ 
Elliott 
Ellsworth 
Fairchild, B. L. 
Fairfield 
Farr 
Fields 

Ylll.A -172~ 

frenton. Humphreys Randall 
Dickinson Hu-tchinson Rankin· 
Die'> James Rayburn 
Dill Johnson. Ky. Romjue 
Dillon Keatl.ng Rouse 
Dixon KPboe Rubey 
Dominick Kennedy, Towa. Russell 
Doolittle Key, Ohio. Sanford 
Doughton Kincheloe Sears 
Dowell Kinkaid' Shacklefo-rd 
D-rane Lazaro Shallenberger 
Eagan Lee, Ga. Sherwood 
Edmonds- Lehlbach Siegel 
F.Jston Lenroot Sisson 
Escb. ~sher Sloan 
Evans Lever Smith, C. B'. 
Fcss Little S'mlth, T. F. 
Fondney Lobeck Snook 
Foster ' London. Snyder 
Francis: McAn~ws Sta.fiorrl 
Frear McClintic Bte_agall. 
Gallaghi!r McKenzie StP£'1H>J"Son 
Garne1· M<'LRu.ghlln, M1ch.Stephens, Miss. 
Garrett, Tenn_ Madden Stevenson: 
Garrett, Tex:. Munsiield. Stiness 
Giflett Mapes Sweet 
Glynn , Martin Swit't 
Godwin, N. C.L Mays Tague 
Gordon 1\lo.on Thomas 
Gould Nelson· Thompson 
Gray, N. J'. Norton Tiinberla.ke 
Gregg Oliver, N.Y. Van Dyke 
Hamilton. Mieh. Overmyer Vinson 
Hamilton, N.Y. Overstreet Wa.ldow 
Hamlin Pa~ett- Wa:l:ffh 
Hardy Park WeavP.r 
llarrison, Miss. Parker, N.Y. White. Me. 
Helm Peters Williams 
Helvering. Polk Wilson, Tex. 
Hersey Quin Wise 
Hicks Raker Woodyard 
Billinrd Ramsey Wright 
Huddleston Ramseyer Young, Tex. 

NAYS-141. 
Fisher 
Flood 
Focht 
Foss 
F1·eema.n 
Freneh 
Fuller, Ill. 
Gard 
Good 
Goodall 
Goodwin. Ark. 
Grah-am Ill. 
Graham, Pn.
Gree.n, Iowa 
Grep_ne, Mass. 
Griest 
Hadley 
Harrison. Va. 
Hastings· 
Haugen 
Hayden 
HeR ton 
Hull, Iowa 
Hull, Tenn. 
lgoe 

Ireland 
.Taco way 
Johnson._ Wash. 
Juul 
Kearns 
Kelly, Pa. 
Kiess,, Pn. 
Kiner 
Kitchin 
Knutson 
Kreider 
La Follette 
J .. angley 
Lea. Cal. 
Lonergan 
Lufkin 
Lundeen 
Lunn 
McArthur 
McCulloch 
McFadden 
McKeown 
McLemore 
Mason 
Merritt 

Montague 
Moores, Ind • 
Margan 
Morin. 
Mott 
Mudd 
Neely 

. Nichols, Mich. 
Nolan 
Oldfield 
Osbarne
O'Shaunessy 
Paige 
Parke],', N. J'. 
Phelan 
Pratt · 
Purnell 
Reavis 
Reed 
Robbin~ 
Roberts 
Rogers 
Rose 
Rowe 
Sitnders, !L.d. 

- Shoase 
I Sl.nl.S-
Einnotl 

· Slayden 
Slemp 
Small 

Browning 
ANSWERED " PRESJi.JNT: ~'-4. 

Larsen Saba.th 

NOT VOTING-111, 
Anthony Fa.lrchild, G. W. .K<"nnedy, U. I. 
Bae.r Ferris Kettne:r 
Blackmon Flynn Kraus 
Booher Fullt>r, Mass. LaGuardia 

· Bowers Gallivan Linthicum 
Britten Gandy Littlepage 
Brodbeck Garland Longworth 
Brumbaugh Glass Mc.Corm.iek: 
Candler. Miss. Gray, Ala. McKinley 
Capstick GPeene, Vt. McLaughlin, Pa. 
Carter, Mru.s. Hamill Magee 
Chandler, N. Y. Ha.skell Mah.er· 
<.."'burdr_ Hawley Mann 
Clal:k, Fla. Hayes. MPt>ker 
Coady Heflin Miller, Mlnn .. 

- Cooper,. E>hio HeintZ' Mille'I:r Wash. 
Copley Hensley Mond.ell 
Costello. Bolland Moore, Pa. 

.. Curry, Car. Hollingsworth Nkbolls, S.C. 
Dallinger H-ood Oli-ver, Ala. 
Davidson Houston Olney 
DooUng Howat·d Platt 
Doremus Husted' Porter 
Drukker .J obnlou, S:. Dak. . Pou 
Dyer J orre , Tex.. ~~("6~s 
~~g~;~on ~a~· Va. Ragsdale 
Estopimd Kelley, Mf.ch. Ramey 

Treadway 

Riordan 
Roblnsou 
Rodenberg 
Rowland 
R.11cker
Sanders, La. 
Scott, Iowa 
Seott, Mi.cb. 
Scully 
Sherley 
Sted·man 
Stephens. Neb:r. 
Stt>rling., Pa.. 
Sulli~an 
Sumners 
Talbott 
Ta.ylo.t·, Colo. 
Templeton. 
Towner 
Var:e 
Voi~t 
Walker 
Watson, Pa. 
Welling
Whaley 
Wilson L::t... 
Winslow 

So the motion to strike out the enacting. clause. was agreeu to. 
The Clerk · announced the following additional pairs~ 
Until further notice : · 
Mr. lliMILL Witb ~fr. ANTHONY. 
Mr. LARSEN with 1\:fr. PLATT. 
l\1r. GLASS with Mr. HAWLEY~ 
l\fr. HEFLm withe 1\1r. D.avrnseN. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska with ~Ir. Mc..KINLEY.-
1\fr. \VELLINO witb lli. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. 
Mr. McARTHUR. l\fr. Speaker, l voted "nay" on the first 

call. I Iiave a pair with the gentleman ·from Louisiana, :M.t:.. 
· DUPRE, and desire to withdraw that vote and a.nRWei' " presentL" 

The result of the vote wn:s announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. CANNON,. a motion. to reconsider t.he vote by 

which tile enacting clause was stricken out was laid. on tile 
table. 

LEAVE. OF ABSENCE'. 

1\fr. CANDLER of Mississippi, by unanimous consent, was 
granted leave of absence. for tbree days, on account of illness. 

ADJ·&URNMENT; 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker~ I move that the Hou:se do now 
adjourn. 

Tile motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock amT 3 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow. Thursday, 
February 21.,. 1918, at 12 o'clock noon~ 

EXECUTIVE COJ.\.±MUNICATIONS, ETG. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a Tetter from the Secretary of 
the 'l'reasury, transmitting copy of conununication from tbe Act
ing .Secretary of Commerce", submitting supplemental estimate of 
appropriation required by the Departm~nt of Commerce for the 
fiscal year 1919 (H. Doc. No. 953), was taken fr6m the Speaker'~ 
table, referred to th-e-Committee on. Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORTS OF CO:\IMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. CLARK of Florida., from tbe Committee on Public- Build

ings and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10022) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to p"Qrehase the site 
and buildiBg now under construetion thereon known :?.~ - the Ar
lington ·note! property, reported tbe- same without an...endment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 325), whieb said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of tbe Whole Hou:::e on the 
state of th-e U~ion. 



2414 CONGR.ESSION AL llECORD-HOUSE. }fEBRUAllY 20, 

CHA.."\GE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule X:X.II. committees were discharged 

from the coniiiideration of the following bills, which were re
ferrf'O niii foiiows: 

A hill (H. n. 8514) granting a pension to Charles H. Jessee; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions <li~hurged, and referred to the 
Committee on PenRions. . 

A bill (B. R. 8685) granting a pension to Alonzo Hutchison; 
. Committee on Invalid Pensions di~harged, and referred to the 

Committee on PenRions. 
A bill (B. H. 9335) granting an increase of pension to Archie 

V. Chambers; Committee on In ..1li<l Pen~ions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pen ion!'. 

A bill (H. n. %28) grunting an increa~ of pension to Phebe 
Schonhoff; Committee on Pensions discharged, and r~ferred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILI.S, "RESOLUTIONS, Al~D MEMORIALS. 

Under clnuRe 3 of Rule X...~II. hills. resolutions. and memorials 
wert- Introduced ancl st-vernlly referre<l as follows: . 

By l\1r. STE'E~ERRON: A biii <H. H. 10063) to amend nn 
net entitled "An act to provide furtht--r for the national security 
and defense by encour~u:;ing the production. com:erving the sup
ply, aml controlling the distrihu rion of foocl products ancl furl," 
approwcl Aul!u. t 10, 1917; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ALEXANDEH: A bill (H. IL 10064) to umencl an net 
approved l\1ay 9. 1888. us amemled by the net of .Tune 11. 18!1(), 
·as amended by the act nppt·ovecl January 21, 1914; to .... the Com
mittet> on the Post Offif'e and l'ost Hmlfl~. 

By Mr. CHAGO: A bill (H. H. 10065) re{juirin~ ref'eivers for 
national banks to file accounts in the di. trict court~ of the 
United Rtates; to the Committee on BnnkinJ:r :llld Curreuey. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A. bill (H. ll. 10066) to nmenfl an act 
('lltitlecl "An act to authorize rhP establishment of a BureHu of 
'Vur Risk In. urnnce in the Trea!iiury Department." approved 
September 2, 1914, and an net in amemlment thereto, approved 
October 6. 1917; to the Committee on Inter-:; tam and li'oreign 
Commerce. 

By l\lr. COLLIER: A bill (H.' R. 100G7) amending Rection 
3141 of the ReviRec.l Stntute::: of the United States. a~ amended 
by the act of July 16, 1914; to the Committee on Ways and 
l\leanR. 
· By Mt·. HAYDE~: A bill (H. R. 10068) to punish the de
struction and Injury to property essential to the national se
curity anu clefE>m;e; to the Committee on thP .Tm~iciary. 

By 1\lr. SMAL~: A bill (H. R. 10069) making appropriation 
for the construction. repair. aml pre..::;ervntion of cet·htin puhlic 
works on rivers :m<l harbors, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on rtin·r~ an<l Hat·bors. 

By l\fr. O'RHAU~'"ESRY: A hill (H. R. 10070) amenuing sec
tion 328El of the Revised Statute ; to the Committee on Ways 
anfl MPnnr.. 

By Mr. R!\fiTH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 10071} increa, ing 
rates of pensions of solcliers a net sailors of the Civil 'Vat·; to the 
Committee on InvRllcl PenRions. 

By Mr. 1\IcLEMORE: ReRolution (H. Res. 254) instructing 
the Judiciary Committee to inquire into the conRtitutionality of 
the vote by which the prohihition amendment was recently 
paiii!':ed : to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HELVERING: Joint resolution (H .. T. Rel'. 2;'>0) to 
omPnll ~ection 14 of the foo<l-control act by increasin{! the gunr
anteecl minimum price of wheat for the crop of 1918 from $2 
to $2.75 per bushel; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLU~IONS. 

Gn<ler clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills arid re.olutions 
were introuucec.l and several1y referred as fol1ows: 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 10072) granting an incrPase of 
pension to James G. Overstreet; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pension·. 

By Mr. BRUMBAUGH: A bill (II. R. 10073) granting an in
crease of pension to Simeon Chapman; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 10074) granting an increase 
of pension to C. W. Kerlee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mt·. DALE Qf Vermont: A biii (H. R. 10075) for the relief 
of Oscar F. Perry; to tbe Committee on Military Affatrs. 

By 1\lr. DRANE: A bin- (H. H. 10076) granting an inerPase of 
pension to C. B. Bri.Rtol ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensk>ns. 

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H. n. 10077} granting an in
crense of pension to John A. John on; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10078) granting a pen. ion to Isabelln Par
sons; to the Committee on Invnliu Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. U. 10079) for the relief of James 
:G:ash Kash; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. n. 10080) for the 
relie: of Thomas H. Thot·p; to the CommitteE> on Militat·y Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. HELVERING: A bill (H. H. 10081) granting a pension 
to Carey 0. Amsbaugh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By ~Ir. LUNDEEN: A bill (H. U. 10082) for the relief of 
Catherme ~1abacly; to the Committee on Military Affair~. 

Also. a btll (II. H. 10083) to eorrect the militarv recor1l of the 
late Henry Smith, alias Henry Schmidt, alias Heinrich Schmidt· 
to the Committee on 1\IIlitary Affair·s. ' 

By 1\Ir. l\IcF~DDEN: A bill (H. R. 10084) grnntln~ an in
crease of penswn to Sidney W. Clarli:; to the Committee on 
Invalicl Pensions. 

By 1\1r. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 1008;)) ~rnnting 
an increase of pension to William Durlwm · to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ' 

AI. .o. a bill (fl. R. 10086) grunting an incrense of pen •lon to 
Hnrnson Ruark; to the Committee on Invnli<l l'cn, Inns. 

By 1\lr. SHEHWOOD: A bill <H. H. 10087) grunting nn in
crca e of pension to 1\Iatllias Steffas; to the Committee nn In
valid Pensions. 
~Y l\lr. WARD: A hill (H. R. 100 8) granting a pcm:ion to 

Julla A. Burton; to the CQmmittee on I nval:d Pensions. 
By l\Ir. WELTY: A bill (H. H. 10089) grunting an incl'P!t. e 

of pension to l\Iilton T. Bedford; to the Committee on lnYnlld 
Pen ions. 

- Also. a bill (H. R. 10090) granting a pension to 1\lnry Kircll· 
ner; to the Committee on Pension . · 

By 1\lr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10091) ·granting nn 
increase of pension to Joseph Boyer; to the Committ~ on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10092) granting an Increase of pension to 
Wil1iam H. Rees; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. H. 10093) granting an inct·euse of pension to 
.John Cnrro11 ; to the Commi~tee on Invalhl Pensions. 

AIRo, a bill (H. R. 10094) granting nn Increase of pension to 
George l\1. Forel'man; to the Committee on lnvali1l PPn~ions. 

Also, a bill (H. H. 10095) granting an increase of pem;ion to 
Stanley Hniiman; to the Committee on Invaliu Pension~. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 1009G) granting an incrPa~e of pem;ion to 
Theodore C. Sar~ent; to the Committee on Invalill Pen...;iun~. 

AI o, a bill (H. H. 10097) grunting an Increase of pen~ ion to 
!.\Iiles Cunningham: to thP CommittC'e on lnvalicl Pensions. 

Also, a biii (H. R. 10098) granting :m incrense of pension to 
William Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid l'en~iuns. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 10099) granting an increa:;;e of pension to 
Jack \Villis; to the Committee on Invalid Pen~ions. 

Also, a bili (H. It. 10100) granting an increa ·e of penslou to 
Ephraim J. Smith; to the Committee on Invnlid Pensions. 

AI o, a . bill ( ll. R. 10101) granting Rn increa. e of ppnsion to 
.John McKinley; to the Committee on Invalid Pension .. 

Also, a bill (H. H. 10102) granting an increa.·e of penRion to 
Hezekiah Axsom; to the Committee on Invnliu Pens ions. 

A1 o, a bill (H. n. 10103) granting an increa..qe of pen!'< ion to 
Missouri L. Herron; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS. ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerl<'s desk anu referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER (by request) : PPtition of Frederick Doyle, 

of Chicago. III., anc~ a re.-:olution of the Progrp, sive Literary 
and Fraternal Club, Bellingham, 'Vash., aRking fo1· tile repeal 
of the postal amenclmf'nt to the war-revenue act; to the Com
mittee on \Vays nnd 1\teans. 

By l\Ir. CAHEW: Hesolution of the Republican Club of the 
city of New York. urging universal mHitnry training; to tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\lr. CARY: Petition of the mayor of Sea Bright. N .• T., 
asking for appropriation to protect the entrance to Sanuy Hook; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Railwuy ll1ail Association. tf:'nth clivision, 
Watertown-Portnge branch, asking for the paR nge of House 
bill 9414; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Homls. 

Also, petition of A. A. Jone~, , ecretn.ry Chee.·e ~hippers' 
Traffic A.o;;sociation, urging ament.lment of the pending r·nllroad 
bill so that the Inter. tate Commerce Commls ion Rhnll lutve 
full jurisdiction over freight rates; to the Committee on Inter
, tate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Frederick Doyle, of Chica~o, m.; nnd rP~olu
tions of the Progressive Literary and Frilternnl Cluh, llPlling· 
ham, Wash., and the 'Yoman's ·rmpro•ement Club, Corona, C~i.-
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urging the repeal of periodical postage amendment to the war
revenue act; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARK of Pennsylvania: Petition of H. Yv. Van Tas
sel, TJ1omas Curran, .J. 1\iurray, George L. Woodward, and 18 
others of the Musicians' Union, No. 17; also petition of M. V. B. 
Gifford, J. H. Dm·fielO, L . .E. Stancliff, F. D. Hatch, and 39 
others, praying for the passage of House bill 7995 for the :preser
vation of the Niagar·a, Commodore Perry's flagsl1ip in the Battle 
of Lake Erie; to the 'Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of 1\laudc N. Brodeur 
and 11 other citizens of Berkeley, ·Cal., indorsing the Kelly bill, 
House bill 8761; also a resolution of the Twenty-eighth Ward 
T:rxpaye.rs' Protective Association, af Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring 
the day1ight•saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

Also. petition of P. Hall Packer, mayor of Sea Bright, N. J., 
a king for an appropriation to protect the entrance to 'Sandy 
Hook; to the Committee 011 Ri;vers anl1 Hm·bors. 

Al. o, petitioll of Frederick Doyle, Chicago, Dl., and .resolution 
of the Mish1.""U.wah.""'ft Woman's Club, 1\Iishkawaku. Ind., ash"ing 
for the repeal of the periodical postage umendmeut of the war
revenue act; to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

By Mr. DARROW: He ·olutlons of the Lumbermen's Exchange, 
of Philadelphia, P-a., in behalf of the creation of .a board of war 
control and the appointment ·of u director of munitions; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Philade1phia ,Central Labor Union in be
half uf the Madden bill, House bill 1654; to the Committee on 
the Post Offic-e 1llld Post Roads. 

By Mr. DILLON: Petition .of Fred Felton and 18 other citi
zens of South Dakota, ·asking fot• the repeal of the periodical 
po tuge umen<lment to the -war-re-venue net; to the Oommittee 
on 'Vays and Means. 

Also, petition of A. 0. Ellerman and 110 other citizens -of South 
Dakota, asking that the 'SJ)ring game law, in J'eference to -duck 
and goose shooting, be suspended for i:he duration of the war ; 
to the Committee on Agricnlture. . 

By Mr. DOOLING: :Memorial of 13r.ooklyn Surgical ·Society, 
favoring advanced rank for officers -of the Medical Col.J)s of 
the Army ; to the Committee on l\filitary Affairs. 

By 1\.fr~ ESCH: Papers in ·support of House bill 786, granting 
a :pension to Lilla J. Darling; House bill 792, granting ·an in
crease of pension -to William B. Hazeltine ; House bill 7-96, 
grunting an increase of pension to "Silas D. Tn.y'lor; H-onse bill 
794, granting an mcrease of pension to J"esse Mather; House bill 
:788, granting a pension to Arrrbella Miller; House bill "787, 
grunting a pension to Mru-y E. Jenks ; n:nd House bill 785, grant
ing a pension to Hiram C. "Barrows ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By 1\.fr. FULLE-R of Illinois: Petition uf the Progressive 
Literary and Fraternal Club of Bellingham, Wash., and of 
Frederick Doyle, of ·Chicag_o, for repeal of the increased postage 
rate on periodicals; to the Committee on 'Vays andl\Ieans. 

"By Mr. HAl\llLTON of Michigan: Petition of Mrs. Bessie 
Fowler, of South Haven, Mich., for the Woman's Home Mis
sionru·y ·Society of the Methodists of Kalamazoo Disiriet nnd 
fo.r the Young People's work of the same society, protesting 
against the passage of Senate bill "3476; to the Committee on 
the District of C.olumbia. 

By Mr. LINTIDCUl\1.: Resolution .of Zeta Lodge, No. 2405, . 
Fraternal Aid Union, favoring increased compensation for postal 
employees ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a letter from Oharles W. Hess, Baltim.ore, 1\ld., urging 
the passage of the Vnn Dyke bill increasing salaries of railway 
mall clerks ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Al o, petition of n .1\1. Gray, Baltimore, 1\ld., favoring the 
. "Keating bill, House bill 735"6; to the Committee on ApprOJU"ia
tions. 

Also, petition of John T. Stone, ana. memorials of the Medical 
.ami Chirurgical Faculty of Mm-yland, the Baltimore City Medi
cal Society, and the Council Medical Chirurgical Faculty of 
Maryland, all favoring legislation creating .advanced rank for 
officers of the 1\Iedic.a.l Corps of the .Army; to .the Co.mmittee on 
Jllili tury Affairs. · 

By l\fr. LONERGAN: Petition of ·the Cosmopolitan Club of 
Manchester, ,QoniL, for .the repeal of the postal increase; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Typographical Union of New Britain, 
Conn., protesting nguinst the <importation of Chinese coolies for 
labor or oth.er PlU"poses ; to the Committee on .Immigration .and 
Naturalizatin. 

"By ?.Ir. LUNDEEN: Petition ·of J.Hnnehaha Lodge, No. 624, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Minneapolis, Minn., W. P. 
Kennedy, president, in opposition to section 9 of House bill 
8172 or any compensation law affecting railway employees; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Edwin Doutwell and others, that Congress 
define the number of hours that shall constitute a day's work, 
and that all work performed for the department shall be. in
'Cluded in the •day's work; also that all substitute railway clerk.<:~ 
shuU receive the same allowance for stndy that the ·regularly 
-assigned clerks receive; 'Und that the Van Dyke and Madden 
bills be passed with the provision " for the period of the war " 
struck out ; to the Oomrnittee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Col. Earl D. Luce, that Congress take over 
the shm·t-line railroads; to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

Also, petition of the Plasterers and Cement Finishers of Min
neapolis and St. Paul, by William Olson, financial secretary and 
business agent, St. Paul, Minn., requesting that Congress have 
-the hospital buildings which the "Government is now construct
ing at the various cantonments plastered to ussm·e the comfort 
and health. and sanitation of our soldiers; to fhe Committee on 
Mlli ta:ry Affairs. 

Also, :petition of Hearts of Oak Lodge, No. '525, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, l\Iinnea_po1is, .Minn., by M. 0. Woods, 
president, in oppo iti-on to section 9 of House bifl 8172 ; to the 
Committee on Interstate .and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Minneapolis Loca1, No. 30, Switchmen's 
Union of North America, by Morris Full, -secretary., Minnea-polis, 
w.rrn., in opposition to section 9 of House bill 8172 ; to the Com
mittee o:n Interstate and Foreign ·commerce. 

By 1\fr. REED : Papers in support of House bill 9075 ; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 10049 ; to the ·Commit
tee on Pensions. 

B.Y Mr. WARD: Petition of" Rev. H. Smith and other citizens 
of Woodbourne, N. Y., faToring enactment 9f Webb-Thompson · 
bill, and other prohibition legislation pending in Congress; . to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE. 

THURSDAY, Febr-umy 21,1918. 

· The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman~ .D. D., offered the 
followino- pruver · 

Almighty God, "we cull upon Thee from day to -day us we -come 
to race the solem11 responsibilities of this place and 11om-.. We 
would gain n deep appreciation of those rights a:n<.l obligations 
that lie deeper than human governm~mt, deeper than all that 
we have .control of in life. We pr.ay Thee to .give us spiritual 
vision to know the things that pertain to life eternal, that we 
may .haTe constantly -in view the e\!erlasting kingdom of God. 
For Chli.st's sake. Amen. 

The .Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
NAIITONA.L .ACADE:l£.Y -OF SCIENCES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid 'before the Sennte the annnnl 
report -of the National .Academy of Sciences for the -year ended 
December 31, 1917, which was referred to the ·Committee on 
Printing. 

ES:ITM.ATES OF ..APPROPRIATION. 

The VIO.E PRESIDENT laid before the Senate -a commrinic.:'t
tion f"I"<>m the 'Secretary of the Trensm-Y, transmitting a 1ettet• 
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting a 'SUpplemental 
.estimate ,of appropriations in the sum of $150,000 required by 
the Bureau of 1\Iines for investigations concerning minerals 
needed for war purposes for the fiscal year 191.8 { S. Doe. No. 
178), which, with the accompanying paper, was ·referred to the 
Oornm'ittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed . 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary or the Treasm'Y, trnnsmitting a letter from the Post· 
master General submitting a supplemental estimate of -appro· 
priation in the -sum of $1,185,000 required by the Postal Service 
for the fiscal yeru· 1918 for the manufacture of stumps, stamped 
·envelopes. stationery, cet-c., payabl~ fro:m postnl revenues (S. Doc. 
No. 177), which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed~ 

:MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

.A message from the House of Represehtatives, by D. K. 
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, .announced tlul.t the House llad 
passed a joint resolution (H. J". nes.. 70) authorizing the erec
tion on the public grounds in the city ·Of Washington, D. C., of 
.a statue. of James Buchnnan, a former President of the United 
States, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The messag~ also announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 350,000 
copies of the war excess-profits tax regulations No. 41, in 
which it requested the concurrence. of the Senate. 
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